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WHAT PRESIDENT PUTIN HAS DONE 


o Awarded the destroyer of Russia Yeltsin with the highest award of 
the country 

o Destroyed the power of the state 

o Breeded thieves in the power of thieves 

o Exacerbated poverty and destitution 

o Accelerated the demographic crisis 

o Deprived the future of Russia's children 

o Pushed the desperate to the last line 

o Undermined the country's national security 

o Finished off the armed forces 


o Finished off Russia's defensive power 


o Deprived Russia of space 


o Renewed carnage in Chechnya 
o Made Russia a slave of America 


o Made the life of Russian citizens unbearable 


o He made the people drunk and brought them to a critical point - the 
destruction of the gene pool 
o He allowed a national calamity to happen, and drug addiction 


became an epidemic 
o Unleashed crime 


o Gave Russia over to be plundered 


APPOINTMENT OF THE HEIR - THE RABBIT WAS TAKEN OUT OF THE MAGICIAN'S 
CYLINDER 


The next change of prime minister did not promise anything fateful: then, in August 1999, Yeltsin 
dismissed Stepashin, as he had repeatedly done with his supposed successors, and publicly 
declared that he wanted to see a certain Putin appointed to this post as the next president. The 
unanimous response of all who watched the situation for any length of time was not even 
negative, but rather contemptuous: how tired you are, old alcoholic! If you sat there and didn't 
stick your head out, you'd only be disgraced at the instigation of your slanderers! They felt sorry 
for Putin, who was declared his successor: how could he, a poor man, now live with the stigma of 
Yeltsin's recommendation... 


At that time, a bacchanalia of ratings was raging in the country. In general, ratings - those 
notorious popularity lists - are very good not only for open blackmail of vain politicians: if you 
behave well, you will get into the rating, if you serve in the service, whether you yelp at the 
president, or condemn the "Russian fascists", or if you flatter Chubais, you will increase the 
rating. But ratings are also important in another way: in the minds of the electorate, they sharply 
delineate the circle of people elected by certain forces, who, in the opinion of these forces, 
should and can publicly decide the fate of the country. The rest, who have not earned the rating, 
who have not earned their trust, should not and cannot do so. 


Rating is a powerful means of psychological pressure on a person. The head of the Public 
Opinion Center, Alexander Oslon, frankly stated that his center's weekly election ratings, 
solemnly announced on television as the last word of the Russian voter, are in fact neither a 
prediction, nor a forecast, much less the last word of a voter, and if the elections were tomorrow, 


Oslon's rating would hardly coincide with them in terms of results. "But," A. Oslon emphasized, 
"the rating is necessary to show the general mood of the population." So no one hides from the 
voter that the rating list of popularity is a psychic attack on a person, because after the change in 
the rating, the mood of the crowd also changes, in which, as most people are arranged, everyone 
wants to be like everyone else, not to lag behind others, to sing along with the common chorus - 
in a word, psychological manipulation with ratings is very effective in suppressing a person's will. 
Let's remember how rapidly the rating of the ailing Yeltsin crept up on the eve of the 1996 
elections: in February, four percent of voters would have voted for him, and in June it was 
already 35 percent of the vote, and after all, it is precisely 35 percent of the votes that are 
provided by electoral technologies. 


Exactly the same manipulations were done with Putin's rating. Then, in August 1999, no one 
knew him at all. Yuri Luzhkov's indicators were climbing up (sociologists readily explained that 
the population was waiting for a strong and cunning manager). Yevgeny Primakov's rating grew 
by leaps and bounds (we were told that the people were longing for a Brezhnev-type leader, that 
he was tired of reforms and wanted to rest). Then Sergei Stepashin sharply increased his rating 
(and this is because, as political strategists suggested, we want a soft, non-aggressive liberal to 
be the ruler). And then Vladimir Putin flashed in the ratings, and it immediately turned out that 
all the previous sympathies were on the side, the people were waiting for the hedgehog gloves of 
the "siloviki"... At the time, Putin looked like a random pleaser who happened to be Yeltsin's 
favorite. With the interest of a spectator who watched the shuffling of cards in a major game, 
Russia was skeptical about another ace inflated by political technologists, which in the next 
moment would turn into a vulgar six. 


But a few months passed, and it turned out that our alcoholic, who had lost his ability to work 
and obeyed dubious whispers, who had occasionally woken up to visit the Kremlin, nevertheless 
insisted on his decision or on the decision of his detractors: he practically ensured the election of 
the second president of Russia of the man whom he pointed out in August 1999. 


This is how the voters who dreamed of the imminent end of the Yeltsin era, convinced that this 
destroyer of Russia was sitting in the Kremlin for the last few months, that nothing depended on 
him, and who were waiting for the next, wisely elected president to begin to burn out of the 
presidential administration and the government Yeltsin's "rats", all those Tanya, Val, Voloshins 
and Berezovskys, and their numerous servants in general's epaulettes and without them. all of 
us, who innocently hoped for an indispensable and just retribution, if not for Yeltsin himself, 
then for his Family, who had plundered and let the country go into dissipation, did not even 
notice how these hopes began to crumble right before our eyes. And since October 1999, those 
who counted on changes in the country, could hope only on ... Yeltsin himself, and what if he 
kicks up and rolls up - to spite Tanya and Valya, and at the same time Chubais and Berezovsky - 
another "strong castling". Half a day before the New Year 2000, this faint hope was extinguished. 


President Yeltsin's New Year's gift to the exhausted people, who were already laying festive 
tables in order to drown out the thought of the troubles and difficulties coming in the year 2000 
with a shot of vodka (and, as opinion polls show, no one has long hoped for the best). And it was 
a well-calculated move: two weeks of a nationwide New Year's and Christmas spree with an 
indispensable hangover gave the newcomer Putin, who found himself elevated to the highest 
height in the Kremlin, time to look around, to get used to the "gilded chair", but the rest of his 
life was unlikely to change. After all, even then it was obvious that with Yeltsin's departure from 
power, the end of the Yeltsin era would never come: Yeltsin's place, his presidential chair, went 
with him. Putin, his successor and loyal servant, has taken a very different place, one that is 
presidential in name only, just as much as the royal seat in a theatrical production of 
Shakespeare's "Richard III" can be considered a throne. And each new day of Vladimir 
Vladimirovich Putin's presidential term becomes only a new confirmation of the puppetry of this 
president. 


KkK* 


Was Putin the "devil from the snuffbox" for the Yeltsin family, as he was for the bewildered 
electorate? No, it wasn't. There was no way he could have been the hangover whim of the 
quarrelsome, drugged Yeltsin. 


"The Outgoing Yeltsin project existed for three years. Putin was seen as a possible successor 
from the very beginning, admitted political strategist Gleb Pavlovsky, who does not hide his 
participation in the "project." 


And this means that from August to December 1999, all political and military actions on the part 
of the government and the presidential administration were already clearly and coherently 
working for Putin's future presidential campaign. But remember what shocked society in these 
autumn-winter months of Yeltsin's last presidential year: the bombings of houses in Moscow and 
Buinaksk, which were attributed to "Chechen terrorists" without investigation, the retaliatory 
entry of Russian troops into Chechnya, new clean-up operations, the death of Russian soldiers... 
A normal person's soul would shudder to mistake all this for "electoral technology." But won't 
Berezovsky and Voloshin, Dyachenko and Yumashev disturb the half-dead Yeltsin, whose opinion 
was hardly asked by any of them at the time, are these people, who have been killing the country 
and the people year after year, normal? Yes, the mere fear of retribution at the change of power 
for everything stolen and destroyed in Russia was supposed to increase their energy tenfold and 
remain at the helm at any cost. And it is quite logical and reasonable to assume that such a price 
could have been Moscow families who died under the ruins of high-rise buildings, bombed 
Chechen villages, and Russian soldiers thrown to their deaths. The thoughtfulness of the actions 
of Putin's election team in 1999 leaves no doubt, they had something to fight for, something to 
save! 


But the 52 percent of voters who voted for Putin in March 2000 are the ones who amaze with 
their amazing gullibility and frivolity: none of them knew what kind of person Putin was, the 
voters were not allowed to influence him or at least his future affairs, because even then it was 
clear that this candidate for people's deputies had completely different overlords. Nevertheless, 
we chose him and waited patiently for this unknown figure to manifest itself in action. In this 
way, once again, the most important question in the state - the question of power - was 
resolved for the people by an experiment on their own skin. And by the end of Putin's first 
presidential term, this experiment can be summed up in a bitter way: the annual population 
decline has already exceeded two million, four and a half million homeless and homeless 
Russian children, almost half of Russia's population is on the verge of extinction — they have 
nothing to live on. The flywheel of the destruction of the nation and the collapse of the state, 
launched under Yeltsin, has been in full swing under his successor. At the same time, Russia 
continues to be the producing country of the world's richest people, only Khodorkovsky and 
Abramovich doubled their capital in 2002 to eight and six billion euros, respectively. And most 
importantly, Yeltsin and his family have not "gone anywhere", they are alive and well, 
prospering, traveling and having fun, enjoying a luxurious life, taking away the funds even for a 
poor life from millions of compatriots. 


Another monstrous experiment called "President Putin's rule" is almost over, we are on the 
verge of a new experiment, they are preparing to impose a president on us again, the same or 
another, but they will impose it, because the choice does not depend on us, the role of Russian 
citizens in this grandiose election show comes down to only one thing - to ensure the turnout at 
the ballot box, to obediently come, and even better, to vote. as the current masters of Russia 
should. 


Our experience of participating in previous experiments is that of guinea pigs, whose necessary 
reflexes were then evoked mainly by powerful discharges of television information technology. 
But for those who have already been a rabbit once, felt like one and no longer want to, this 
experience is priceless. The realization that you are being forced to make a choice by all 
permissible and forbidden means should make a person come out of shock, wake up, see his 
soul stretched out for dissection, and be outraged by it. 


Let's take a closer look at the electoral technologies that brought Putin to power, and, perhaps, 
we will not again turn out to be a blind tool in the hands of criminal rulers who fraudulently 
obtain a mandate for "kingship" with our votes, and then also boast of their "popular election." 


PUTIN REFUTED THE PROVERB "YOU CAN'T BE NICE BY FORCE" 


When Boris Yeltsin, with the dexterity of a magician, pulled out of his top hat a former assistant 
to Sobchak, a former henchman of Borodin, a former pickup of Valya Yumashev and proclaimed 
him his successor, many could not believe that this gray, nondescript man, who had been the 
director of the FSB and prime minister for less than a year, would become the president of the 


Russian state. At the time, Putin's appointment as prime minister and successor was treated as 
just another Yeltsin hangover squiggle. So that such a faded, unmemorable, completely devoid of 
not only charisma, but simple human charm could claim the love of millions of voters? At the 
time, everyone assumed that Putin was just another attempt to buy time in the frantic search for 
a suitable replacement for Yeltsin. And yet, Putin, a man without a face, "with a glued smile and 
glassy eyes," became popularly elected in the first round on March 26, 2000! According to various 
polls, the number of those who wanted to see him as president on the eve of the elections 
ranged from 47 to 56 percent! It was an unprecedented figure that only Yeltsin could rival on the 
eve of his first presidential election. But Yeltsin in those romantic years was a symbol of a lone 
hero who stood up against the state machine of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union and 
General Secretary Gorbachev. And who is Putin? How were the Russian people forced to "love" 
Putin? Selflessly, literally losing your head, madly, thoughtlessly? 


The polling firm Valideita interviewed those who were going to vote for Putin on March 26. 
Putin's electorate turned out to be large, and they were people of completely different political 
moods. Two groups of voters in Vladimir (one who voted for the Communist Party in the last 
Duma election, the other a non-Communist electorate) and two very different groups of voters in 
Moscow (one a prosperous young man who upholds the values of a market economy, the other 
poor pensioners who see themselves as victims of the reforms) were asked questions about 
Putin. The unanimous love for Yeltsin's servant of people with different life experiences, rich and 
poor, pro- and anti-communist, is simply staggering, and this in an age of so-called "pluralism of 
opinions." They said the same things about Putin, expressed the same hopes and fears. And this 
means that in modern Russia, as a result of the use of electoral technologies, there is practically 
no difference in the views of a poor retired defense worker who votes for the Communist Party 
of the Russian Federation, and a successful manager of thirty-five years old, who gave his vote to 
the Union of Right Forces! 


People were asked what they expected from the future president, who they hoped would be 
Putin. Everyone gave vague answers: "to make the life of the people better", "to raise the 
prestige of the country", "to make wages grow faster". Sociologists did not manage to hear 
anything concrete. People even resented the insistence of asking, "How can we know what he's 
going to do. How do we know what concrete steps are to be taken? Let him make a normal life." 
On the other hand, all the respondents agreed on one thing: Putin is doing the right thing by not 
announcing any program for the time being: "They will immediately pounce on him. And he 
needs to get power - why would he quarrel with anyone now?" 


"Cautious," was how all groups noted Putin's main human trait. This trait of nature, which is not 
particularly favored by the Russian people, similar to cowardice and is often its delicate 
synonym, for some reason suddenly grew in the eyes of the voter into a dignity for which, it 
turns out, a person can even be loved. In general, the epithets that fans and voters gave to the 
future president Putin are very significant: "neat, businesslike, fit, restrained, secretive, smart, 
tough, sensible, cunning, in his own mind..." And here are the characteristics of his appearance: 


"inconspicuous, faded, with a cold look..." Have such people ever been loved in Russia? The sober 
heads shrugged their shoulders in bewilderment. After all, just the day before, the same 
sociological firm investigated the ideas of Russians about the Russian national character, and 
different people by age, by profession, singled out the same thing, that in Russia the people are 
open, the soul is wide open, generous and daring, risky. This is how a Russian person is used to 
seeing himself, it is these traits that he notes with respect and sympathy. But Putin, according to 
the same people, is made up of qualities that are the exact opposite of this ideal. 


The only quality inherent in the Russian nature and noted by the participants of the opinion poll 
in President Putin is modesty. But even Putin's modesty differed from that generally accepted 
among Russians. People used to say about him: "Modest, not exhibited. He doesn't take his wife 
everywhere." And about Russian modesty, it's different: "In the sense that they will ask you, like, 
can you do this? And you say, | don't know. And you can do it yourself better than anyone else." 
So here, too, the Russian man and Yeltsin's heir seem to have "disagreed." But they loved it! How 
it was necessary to distort, defile, and dirty our brains, so that we, the Russian people, who had 
previously seen in our heroes-ideals Ilya Muromets, Minin and Pozharsky, Yevpaty Kolovrat, we, 
who knew and won with such leaders as Zhukov and Stalin — this is our idea of leaders as people 
who were certainly strong-willed, fearless, self-sacrificing and, of course, absolutely 
independent! — now they have stooped to the point of exalting such dullness and "modesty" as 
Putin as leaders with their own voices. 


Note that voters had no illusions about the character of the future president. For example, they 
were asked: "If all our well-known politicians live in a common communal apartment, what is 
Putin doing in it?" After a short deliberation, the voters answered as follows: "He watches 
everyone, studies", "He sits in his room, locked, and shines his shoes", "He has everything 
scheduled by the hour: when is breakfast, when is he going to the bathroom". "What if everyone 
works at the factory?" came the new question. Some introduced Putin as the chief engineer, 
others as the foreman, but the Muscovites unanimously agreed: "a typical head of the first 
department." And again the astonishment of sociologists: how long has it been since the head of 
the first department became the idol of the Russian voter?! 


It turned out that this is exactly how the electorate likes Putin - not in a Russian way, closed, 
even secretive, in his own mind. Forced by political strategists to fall in love with their chosen 
one, people zealously searched for at least a trait worthy of love in Putin as an excuse for 
themselves. And imagine, even hypocritical tears at Sobchak's funeral, and what a fifty-year-old 
Russian man sheds them in front of the TV cameras, after all, he does not bury his father and 
mother (Putin's father died when he was prime minister, and he did not cry in public at the 
funeral), but here is the funeral of a former boss, and a vile and criminal one, and everyone 
knows this, including Putin, but the voter took these feigned sobs at the microphone of the 
Baltika radio station with the hope of Putin's sincerity. Crying for Sobchak added supporters to 
Putin. "Would you like to have such a person as a friend?" voters were asked. And many, 
especially women, nodded eagerly, "Yes. It's reliable. He did not betray Sobchak." Putin's loyalty 


to Sobchak, as it turned out, was approved by all his voters, including those who did not like 
Sobchak himself, to put it mildly. Such is the power of technology: the hero-scout who drops a 
miserly man's tear on the coffin of a teacher, supports a grief-stricken widow with a steady hand, 
and clutches the orphaned daughter of a dead man to his chest. And this is the mise-en-scéne of 
a well-staged melodrama, designed for millions of viewers Behind the scenes, the widow and the 
hero busily wipe away their tears and agree on the inheritance, the widow receives a fund with 
money for prisoners of the Nazi concentration camps, then the post of a member of the 
Federation Council from Tuva, the daughter - the opportunity to live comfortably and idly, eating 
with impunity what her father stole, according to Putin. "a decent man with an impeccable 
reputation." 


The compulsion of Putin's supporters to love him, the strained and tortured nature of their 
sympathies, can be read in all the answers of voters in opinion polls. For example, a 
thirty-year-old bank employee, a Muscovite, who wholeheartedly defends Putin, is not inclined to 
be friends with him: "No, | don't think you need to be friends. But to be a boss is just right. Only 
not directly, but as the boss's boss." And pensioner Zoya Vasilievna, who calls herself an "active 
social activist", spoke even more clearly and, most importantly, for everyone: "So what if we 
don't like many of Putin's traits in people? The president is a different matter." 


And the most paradoxical thing. Voters have come to love and justify Putin's German "past," 
despite our growing dislike of the West, despite our dislike of Germany fostered by the two world 
wars. From Putin's German past, the people have taken away some foolish hope for the future 
wisdom of Putin the president. In all groups of the poll, Putin's work in Germany was viewed 
from only one perspective: having lived in the West, he had learned a lot. The fact that the 
candidate for the presidency of Russia served in Dresden as an ordinary KGB operative, not a 
secret agent, but an assistant to the chief, according to his own memoirs and the memoirs of his 
wife, and was known among his colleagues there as a great lover of beer and trips to nature with 
sausages, no one thought about this fact of the German Putin biography. The voter was told 
something different: "He got there as a young man, he was able to perceive and understand life 
there", "he has studied the West, this does not mean that he will blindly copy, but he will be able 
to transfer all the good things here", "he is a real intelligence officer, all conspiratorial"... Out of 
thin air, they created the image of Putin the resident, from whom it is only a step to Putin the 
president. 


Yes, the electorate fell in love with Putin, fell in love with him in spite of everything, in spite of his 
nondescript appearance, in spite of his habits and character, disgusting for the Russian nature, 
in spite of the unsightly and incomprehensible past... What is the reason for such a quick and 
heartfelt affection? It's that we've simply been caught on the bare hook of technology. Without 
bait, caught! Whether from our brainlessness, stupidity, or from our notorious innocence, 
whatever the answer, one thing is clear: "love for Putin" psychologically It was carefully imposed 
on us, instilled by technologists, masterfully and cynically calculated, and "President Vladimir 
Vladimirovich Putin" himself is well aware of this and has never hidden his belief in the victory of 


electoral technologies over the souls of voters: "To win, you need professionals, technologists to 
work on the election campaign." ("In the first person. Conversations with Vladimir Putin, p.105). 


Well, let's try to separate the real Putin from the Putin of the PR construct, which was created 
and continues to be improved for us by professional technologists. 


WHO ARE YOU, MR. HERR-COMRADE PUTIN? 


The question "Who is Putin?" arose among journalists, political scientists, and ordinary citizens 
immediately after Putin was declared Yeltsin's heir at the end of December 1999. There was very 
little truthful information about the new head of state. Journalists were sophisticated in 
composing legends and tales, looking for Putin's relatives in the Tver village, then in Kokand, 
then in Yaroslavl, even hinting that the stepfather of Putin's father was a Jew Epstein, and hence 
Viadimir Vladimirovich had a pronounced sympathy and disposition for this tribe, and indeed - 
his favorite teachers - Gurevich and Yuditskaya, his favorite coaches - Rakhlin and lonovich, the 
sweetest Jewish neighbors in the communal apartment... The attachment statistics were 
impressive. 


The book "In the First Person. Conversations with Vladimir Putin". Well, what does his own 
answer from the book to the question about his work in Dresden, on the basis of which political 
strategists "molded" the image of a heroic intelligence officer, tell us about Putin? Question: "In 
what position did you come to the GDR?" Answer: "I was a senior detective. The next position is 
Assistant to the Head of Department. And this was already considered a very good growth. | 
became an assistant and then a senior assistant to the head of the department..." As they said in 
their favorite movie, "the senior assistant to the junior groom"... Question: "| wonder why you 
were promoted?" Answer: "For concrete results in work - that's what it's called. They were 
measured by the number of units of information realized. | obtained some information from the 
sources at your disposal, formalized it, sent it to the authority and received an appropriate 
assessment" ("In the First Person...", pp.65-66). By the way, this is how Putin was remembered by 
his boss during Putin's service in Leningrad, the world-famous traitor, former KGB Major 
General, and now an American citizen, Oleg Kalugin, who in an interview with the 
Kommersant-Vlast magazine answered dismissively: "How did your professional intuition fail you 
so much and you did not pay attention to Putin?" As far as | know, at one time he even worked in 
the secretariat, sitting and sorting through papers. This, of course, is also necessary work. | 
remember his pale face. And no more." 


In general, Vladimir Vladimirovich Putin, in this first official public biography of his, presented in 
the form of a conversation, appears as a kind of crystal clear, without blemishes and vices, and if 
he admits his shortcomings, he sincerely repents of them, which is understandable and pleasant 
to the reader - they are not angels themselves. This is a male version of the fairy tale about 
Cinderella. A boy from a poor working family, a punk and a C student, sets himself a high goal - 
to become an intelligence officer and purposefully goes to it, enters the university at the law 


faculty, where there is a competition of 40 people for a place, works in the KGB, studies at the 
Red Banner Institute of Intelligence. 


The reader is confronted with the image of an exemplary, loving son, who reveres his 
mother-worker, although instead of helping his mother, he allows himself to squander all the 
money earned in the construction team on vacation in Gagra. The voter, however, easily forgives 
this, who among us is not sinful before his parents. Then there is the image of a brave patriotic 
intelligence officer who still hides secret information about his activities, although, by Putin's 
own admission, "what we did turned out to be useless.” (Ibid., p.76)But maybe that's why Putin 
keeps silent about his "intelligence work" so as not to surprise us with its miserability? And then, 
how to combine this super-spy image with Putin's own words that on the eve of the collapse of 
the Soviet Union he "slowly began to think about an alternate airfield" (Ibid., p.76), however, 
even in this criminal indifference, a huge mass of voters, who unquestioningly accepted the 
collapse of their native country, understands and justifies Putin. A lot of touches in the palette of 
Putin's image are given to the family, wife and children, and it is emphasized that for Vladimir 
Vladimirovich, who selflessly loves his daughters, the family is not an end in itself, he knows how 
to sacrifice its interests, and this is wonderful for the voter, who is just disgusted with Yeltsin's 
love for children and the dictates of the Kremlin Family. Finally, the image of Putin as a wise 
ruler, selflessly and zealously performing his duty as a_ high-ranking official, first in St. 
Petersburg, then in Moscow, is generously painted. But Putin's tireless work as a businessman is 
presented with a hint that these duties are mentally difficult for him, that Putin is not a dictator 
by nature, but just a kind person, but with an extraordinary, almost superhuman sense of duty. 


At the same time, in the fairy tale about Cinderella-Putin, pages important for understanding this 
person are neatly torn out. We never learned anything about the real deeds of Putin's KGB 
officer, except perhaps the memories of a friend that Putin often stood in a cordon around 
Orthodox churches on Easter. The biography somehow vaguely mentions the reasons for Putin's 
departure from the KGB for a small and non-prestigious job as an assistant to the vice-rector of 
Leningrad State University. 


Viadimir Vladimirovich gets off with general words about his activities as Sobchak's deputy, 
practically nothing is said about the work of the future president of Russia as Borodin's deputy, 
Yumashev, and all these are not only high-ranking officials of the country, but also persons 
scandalously known for their criminal activities! It was under them that Vladimir Vladimirovich 
was a faithful squire, and he was as clean as a nickel on a felt boot. Finally, the footage from the 
chronicle of his life, where Putin becomes a faithful servant of the Yeltsin Family, has been very 
carefully cleaned up. The names of Dyachenko, Abramovich, and Mamut are somewhat taboo in 
Putin's biography. And Berezovsky and Chubais are people with whom Putin met not out of 
friendship and common interests, but solely on the basis of service... That is, the book about 
Viadimir Vladimirovich Putin "In the First Person" does not contain a reliable biography of Putin, 
it was made by order of this very first person, and the order is executed very skillfully: flattery is 
in moderation, there are so many praises that do not oversweeten, there are even sharp 


questions, to which evasive answers are carefully composed, with which these questions seem 
to be exhausted, and the reader-voter, after getting acquainted with the book, has a slightly 
cloying taste. But in general, a very pleasant mint pad in the mouth, and not the slightest 
suspicion that the filling in this very pad has the poisonous bitterness of lies. 


The pinnacle of the obsequious construction of Putin's pre-election image was a commissioned 
psycholinguistic examination of his oral speeches, which thoughtfully, at the highest "scientific 
level," revealed in Putin's tirades that the future president is "a person inclined to notice the best 
in people and human relations, to acutely experience the external canvas of events," that "in the 
system of his individual values, the highest rating of the concepts of friendship, courage, and 
decency" (Expert, 2000, No. 6, p. p.57). 


Of course, the scientific expertise of the undoubted leader of the election race, the leader in 
terms of administrative status, and not in terms of personal leadership qualities, can hardly 
claim to be objective. However, the very reference to the authority of science, to the 
independence of scientific research criteria, is an elective technique. An inexperienced voter, 
who knows little about the algorithms of scientific analysis, but reveres academic degrees, 
wholeheartedly believes that science will not deceive, that expertise is like a pharmacy scale, 
measuring with milligram accuracy and giving us the true "weight" of a politician. However, this 
is not the case. Scientific examinations, analyses and experiments are a convenient backdrop, 
behind which there is a skillful manipulation of conclusions, their adjustment to the interests of 
customers from the authorities. 


And after a "strictly scientific, absolutely objective investigation," the desired result is 
announced: secrecy, for example, is declared modesty, cowardly indecision is called restraint, icy 
insensibility is called calmness, and pusillanimous timidity is passed off as silence, which is 
"more precious than gold." If there was an order, and generously paid performers, armed with 
scientific titles, would paint any portrait for you to order, for example, if you want, for example, 
a psychological portrait of a courageous hero-scout, please - he is silent not because he is 
tongue-tied and terribly afraid of displeasing his master, and not at all because he has learned 
well the common "be silent, you will pass for a smart one", it turns out that he is not silent at all, 
he is habitually restrained in his words, so as not to betray state secrets by an accidental slip of 
the tongue... In this spirit, stroke by stroke, any portrait is blurted out to order. 


But science is not always in the servants of power. We conducted our professional 
psycholinguistic examination of Putin's speeches, weighing the significance of his words on 
scientific "pharmacy scales." And here's what we found out - it is impossible to say anything 
definite about the personality of the President of Russia from his oral speeches on the eve of the 
election (written, of course, are compiled by speechwriters, that is, speech writers). To put it 
bluntly, our people's deputy, who is not very talkative, has always made and still makes 
absolutely colorless, meaningless speeches, from which it is impossible to determine either the 
magnitude or the originality of his nature, from which it is impossible to understand whether he 


is good or evil, clever or stupid, hot-tempered or balanced. From his words, even now, more than 
three years later, it is not clear who he is. This is how Yuri Levada, director of the Russian Public 
Opinion Research Center (VTsIOM), who is quite official, loyal to the authorities, and dependent 
on them, puts it, not without bewilderment: "Putin is strong because of his uncertainty. He is 
neither left nor right. Neither this nor that. To this day, half of the people say they don't know 
who he is. He doesn't show any program. And if we say that 70-odd percent approve of his work, 
it means that everyone sees him as who they want." (Kommersant Vlast, June 4, 2002, p.14). Even 
a sociologist who has seen the sights, who has been hardened, who has been wholeheartedly 
devoted and sold out to the authorities, is puzzled by an unusual, but very typical phenomenon 
for today's Russia. "When asked, 'Do you approve of Putin's policies?', more than 70 percent say 
yes. But a few lines below is the question, "What is Putin's policy?" and 60 percent of those who 
have just said they approve of Putin's policies honestly answer "I don't know." They don't know 
what kind of policy the president is pursuing, but... approve of it. 


But the result of our independent psycholinguistic examination of Putin's speeches, which has 
not determined anything, is also a result. He answers the question of why we still know nothing 
about our president, even though for almost four years we have been hearing his speeches every 
day on the news, studying his pasted smile and colorless gaze on the screen, trying to 
understand who is in front of us. 


Of course, it can be assumed that this is the PR technique recommended to Putin back in the 
pre-election period. Allegedly, political strategists could oblige Putin to hide his thoughts, 
feelings, and political sympathies until the time when Russian citizens, divided by barricades of 
hatred, voting for the president, would believe in their own Putin and choose him as the 
embodiment of their own aspirations. It is natural to think that Putin himself, with the intuition 
of an obsequious servant, who had previously been able to serve such different masters - from 
Sobchak to Borodin, from Voloshin to Yeltsin, from Berezovsky to Abramovich - learned to speak 
so evasively and slipperily that, on the one hand, he did not arouse the discontent of his next 
masters, the customers of his election race, but at the same time did not give voters a reason to 
think. that he is pleasing to the Family. 


A close examination of the speeches of Yeltsin's heir, however, assures us of something else: 
Putin's speeches are faceless and empty, not because he is so cunning, cunning, cautious, but 
because he himself is so gray and faceless, empty. No! After all, no matter how a person hides 
behind the official formulas of pre-election promises and post-election resolutions, the nature in 
his language will definitely manifest itself, kindness and openness will flash if our chosen one is 
kind, humor will sparkle if he knows how to joke, his will will be exposed, if he makes decisions 
independently. But there are not even the slightest glimpses of this in Putin's language. The only 
thing that is clearly visible is the fear of saying the wrong thing and the fear of indicating one's 
insignificance. 


The dullness and insignificance are well masked by high-flown rhetoric and numerous 
arguments about the welfare of the common people. Every now and then we hear from Putin: 
"First of all, we must rely on the people." "You need to rely only on the people." "At the end of the day, 
the decision will always be up to the people.” "All of us who are in power today will only have the 
moral right to do so if we do something to improve the lives of the people." "If the government acts 
successfully in the main areas of its activity, then the government cannot but meet with the support of 
the population, the support of the people, the common man." 


The three years of Putin's first presidential term have shown that these empty words, borrowed 
from speeches at party meetings in the era of stagnation, and even then perceived by the 
population as empty chatter, a hypocritical ritual of the Central Committee's careerist 
ideologues, still do not entail any real action. This is the formula that Putin exploited after his 
appointment as prime minister: “lack of political stability." After all, this phrase is absolutely 
empty in meaning. In contrast to the more precise word "instability," which immediately 
identifies the causes and the culprits, "lack of political stability" absolves Putin of the need to 
make any decisions. 


Linguists have studied the correlation of words denoting active and inactive actions in Putin's 
speeches during the pre-election period and during the first half of his presidency, applicable, of 
course, to governing the country. And it turned out that there are only 28 percent of words with 
the meaning of active action in presidential speeches, but as many as 72 percent of words of 
inactive action in Putin's tirades. Behind all this, of course, there is a fear of spilling the beans, a 
self-censorship of dullness, a strict attitude to portray only abstract good intentions. 


In his speeches, Putin avoids even expressing his attitude towards his associates and opponents 
as president. However, it is the president who is obliged to assess the work of all branches of 
power, all subordinate departments and ministers, and these assessments, judging by the state 
of the Russian economy, should be extremely negative. But Putin is evading assessments, does 
not express his opinion in any way, is afraid to act as a judge, to take a decisive position. And this 
is understandable, because the president's assessment of the activities of a department or a 
minister necessarily entails effective decisions, and the president, who criticizes the department 
or minister, takes responsibility for resolving the crisis. Putin, on the other hand, does not exert 
the slightest pressure on his seemingly subordinates, does not touch them with a single word, 
apparently remembering: they gave birth to me, they can remove me! 


Even when he talks about the farewell meeting with Yeltsin in the Kremlin, it would seem to be 
such a bright event (if you can talk about anything bright in a conversation about Putin at all), 
and he manages to present it in a detached and reportage style: "/t was such a day, full of 
emotions. But Boris Nikolayevich behaved very courageously. To be honest, | didn't even expect him to 
be able to pull himself together like this. Indeed, | almost relaxed there myself... | believe that we must 
demonstrate a very kind and human attitude towards the president." Notice this impersonal, vague 
"we." This slippery, twisty phrase lacks Putin's genuine feelings for Yeltsin, although it can be 


assumed that it was gratitude, sympathy, a demonstration of former subordination. And the 
people did not manage to hear Yeltsin's farewell words from his successor Putin, but the same 
evasion from a direct answer: "They (Yeltsin's words - T.M.) were with pathos, but they were said in a 
very kind, human way." 


Putin's verbal behavior when he talks about political friends and enemies is typical behavior of a 
non-independent person. The definitions that Putin gives to both friends and enemies are again 
as neutral as possible: courage (brave, courageous, strong-willed) and decency (decent, decent, 
honest), sometimes "smart" (about Primakov), "independent, respected" (about deputies), 
"cunning" (about terrorists). Putin managed not to offend even terrorists with his speeches! 
They're just "tricky" to him. And it is also very interesting that in his speeches there are 
practically no such terms as politician, leader, deputy, people's representative, statesman, member 
of the government, but more and more - a person, people, and only occasionally suddenly pops 
up - "experienced worker" (about Patrushev). 


Of course, it was not political strategists who taught Putin to speak in this spirit, it is his own 
dullness and sluggishness of thought, his subordinate position that dictates to him a gray style of 
speech, mediocre behavior, and cowardly caution in assessments. But there are techniques that 
Putin undoubtedly adopted on the recommendation of his PR people. Such is the abundance of 
rhetorical questions in the president's speeches, and they arise where the president is not 
expected to ask questions, but to provide answers and decisions, and effective decisions. 
Instead, the voter receives another question, which is in fact a clever evasion of responsibility: "/s 
it possible to have political conversations with terrorists?" If the price of these relations [with the 
international community - T.M.] is the collapse of our state, then what is the purpose of such 
relations?" "How can we provide for the army in the North Caucasus if we have no budget revenues?" 
A rhetorical question is advantageous in that it easily draws attention to the speaker, but 
nothing more. Sooner or later, such questions still need to be answered, otherwise the president 
will be perceived as a question mark and nothing else. In the meantime, the rhetorical question 
still serves as a convenient camouflage for presidential inaction, a convenient PR stunt for the 
weak-willed Putin. 


On the recommendation of political strategists, Putin constantly emphasizes his "simple origins": 
"| remember how my father retired. He was a simple man, he worked as a foreman at the plant all his 
life." "Of course, |am not used to such working conditions as in the Kremlin. In St. Petersburg, you can 
see this only in the Hermitage. It's a peculiar setting, so palatial, I've never aspired to it." According to 
the political technologists, this should sharply separate him from the so-called "elite" who 
nominated Putin for president, from the family and the oligarchs, who are bathed in 
unimaginable luxury. This is done so that voters, after such revelations of the president, do not 
trust publications about the construction of an elite dacha by Putin when he was Sobchak's 
deputy in a protected place, about the manufacture of a personal yacht for Putin on the model 
of the tsar's Shtandart, about Putin's foreign land property in Spain and other pocket-sized 
property of this person "not accustomed to a palace environment." 


But it happens that sometimes Putin will "break through" and he will burst out with a well-aimed 
word, a kind of expression that will fly around the country with wings, becoming the hallmark of 
presidential toughness and hopeful determination. Do not flatter yourself, it is not Putin, it is his 
political technologists who rack their brains over the winged words for the president. This is how 
memorable phrases arose: "to wet in the toilet" (about those who blew up houses in Moscow), 
"to circumcise" (a promise to terrorists), "if they come out, they will go to jail" (about the crowds 
of protesters who blocked the Trans-Siberian Railway by sitting on the rails), "we don't need the 
military who chew snot" (about the harshness of the army's tasks in Chechnya). Such an 
aphorism will burst out of Putin's mouth, it will echo in the newspapers, on TV screens, there is 
something for the people to gossip about for two or three months, and then you see, political 
technologists will come up with a new aphorism for the public, and lead us, fools, by the nose 
with reassuring presidential remarks... 


So, Putin's speeches, his public oral speeches without a piece of paper with their heads betray all 
the dullness and emptiness of this man, which they are vainly trying to cover up with PR means. 
The viewer sometimes "bites" at these techniques, and therefore there is talk that Putin is hiding 
his truly patriotic position for the time being, that his hands are tied with obligations, and the 
time will come when we will see the real Putin - a fearless Chekist, an intelligence hero. Do not 
hope, we will not see: we look into an empty glass and assure ourselves that it is filled with 
something good, useful and necessary for all of us, it is just not given to us to See it until the time 
comes. But the glass is empty, although many people do not want to believe in another 
emptiness. These political technologists, like the well-known hard-working tailors of the naked 
king, strenuously feed our illusions, vain hopes, and unfounded faith in the strong-willed, strong, 
tough, intelligent and decisive Putin. 


Without image-makers, the image of Vladimir Vladimirovich Putin can be described in a single 
word, it is enough to characterize Putin in its entirety - "dullness". All the so-called "components 
of the image" necessary for a statesman, ruler, leader - fortitude and will, remarkable intellect, 
bright appearance, competence and charm, which political technologists call charisma - in a 
word, everything that touches a person who is waiting for the appearance of a worthy leader of 
the Fatherland, which makes him shake up and exclaim: "Here he is!" - all this is objectively “at 
zero" for Putin. Every feature of his appearance and character needed careful retouching, 
underpainting of image-makers, otherwise, with all the administrative resources of the 
authorities, his candidacy would never have passed. 


Take, for example, the appearance. If you honestly and unbiasedly describe it to a physiognomist 
who has forgotten for a moment that he is the President of Russia, the impression will be most 
depressing. Here we have a plain, bald citizen, popularly called a short and succinct spittle, with 
a long, duck-like sad nose that betrays a loser, with close-set faded eyes, in which neither 
intellect nor will can be read, and slightly turned lips, too large for his face, which is perceived as 
a characteristic sign of sensuality and a penchant for pleasure. 


What have image-makers done to create external attractiveness for such an unattractive person 
as Putin? How did they retouch the defects, what tricks did they use to give Putin a textbook 
leadership gloss? And it was so that the former nondescript teenage peasant with a duck nose 
and a helpless expression in his eyes was gone. First of all, there is the strict regulation of video 
shooting, which is now allowed only by official Kremlin cameramen. In general, it is undesirable 
to cast Putin in films, his face is too uncinematic. And if they are shooting, then they choose only 
a medium, or better a long shot, and a view in profile or half-profile, in that good angle that hides 
the ingratiating expression of the eyes and the mediocrity of the face. More often, news reports 
feature a photo portrait of the president with a very specific tilt of the head, which psychologists 
interpret as "threatening." It is the feeling of threat emanating from Putin's photographic face, 
tilted a little downward, with a look from under the brow (it is in our genetics to understand such 
a pose as threatening), that this feeling successfully overshadows the inferiority complex that 
can be read in the features of this person. 


In the bosses' offices, there are many hand-drawn portraits of Putin, which bear only a remote 
resemblance to the original. The oil-made presidential face already has a steely look, a straighter 
nose, and lips without a shadow of sensuality, firmly compressed. The multiplied Russian bosses 
look at the president, who looks at him with a stern and courageous gaze, and are imbued with 
just such Putin, although this is just a portrait commissioned by an experienced image-maker to 
a quick-witted artist who grabs the customer's demand on the fly. 


It is undesirable for Putin's image to take pictures of him next to at least somewhat expressive 
faces, significant figures, for example, Lukashenko, for example, towering like a mountain over 
the modest figure of the Russian president, or with Shevardnadze, who since his membership in 
the Politburo of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union has been 
able to take a bronze appearance. Our chosen one has not yet been taught such an art, and 
therefore the proximity to these "monsters" on the screen is clearly not in favor of Putin, who 
looks sickly next to them, suffering from a lack of vitamins. But expressionless faces, with an 
imprint of vice, like Bush with his eternally guilty look of an inveterate alcoholic, or like Kuchma, 
who always has a stupid and confused look, are quite suitable for Putin to be paired. Putin looks 
good against the background of a Korean or a black. After all, faces of a different race are always 
intuitively more unpleasant to us than Russians, even the most unattractive faces. 


The most difficult thing for image-makers is to retouch such a serious defect of Putin's image as 
a quiet and timid voice, which is usually characteristic of people who are weak-willed. The lack of 
will of the president of a great power cannot be shown in any way. Therefore, Putin very rarely 
speaks without a piece of paper, without a cheat sheet he gets lost, his voice trembles, breaks, 
barely audible even with a microphone. It is much easier to read the text written by 
speechwriters, you can no longer think about words, how and what to say, but concentrate on 
the sound of the speech — to pronounce it in a commanding voice, with notes of metal, with 
courageous intonations, with sternness in the gaze. To reinforce the impression of 
determination and will, image-makers advise Putin to furrow his eyebrows, and he diligently, like 


a first-grader, complies with this recommendation, which makes his face look like a martyr's 
expression, as if his shoes are being squeezed all the time. 


Artificiality and coercion can be read in all Putin's appearances on the screen in the role of 
leader, president, head of the country. Looking at him, many sympathize with Putin, seeing how 
difficult it is for him to be out of place, they ordered the poor guy to serve here, and he serves, 
even if it is not Senka's hat. 


But if defects in appearance, defects in speech, which in no way correspond to our ideas about 
the leader, the ruler, are still easy to hide, then how can we create the impression of his spiritual 
power, the will of the president, if there is no trace of them either in his character, or in his 
biography, or in today's actions? To create the image of a strong-willed, spiritually strong Putin, 
political technologists have created a legend about Putin the athlete, Putin the master of martial 
arts, an exceptionally healthy and physically strong person, always ready to engage in single 
combat with the enemy. And the newspapers constantly tell us that "Vladimir Vladimirovich 
swims a kilometer almost every day, does exercises, and he invented a set of physical exercises 
for himself. He does not forget about the judoka tatami, he knows how to ride a horse..." (AiF, 
2003, No. 16). 


The fame of the judo master is a spectacular find of Putin's PR specialists, who present Putin's 
training as his spiritual power, replacing the concept of fortitude with sports achievements with 
the circus art of a magician. There was a flood of information about the president's physical 
strength: his coach was found in his school and student days, interviews and memoirs of his 
sports successes were written, and even the textbook "Judo: History, Theory, Practice" (St. 
Petersburg, 2000), on the title of which the name of Putin is emblazoned, was published. The 
president attends judo competitions, gives gifts to the winners, and dresses up in a kimono every 
now and then... The idea is imposed on the electorate, the idea is pushed into the heads of 
voters that Putin is a fighter by nature, by spirit, and he will certainly implement his fighting 
qualities in presidential work. With the help of television technology, first of all, a virtual 
transition from Putin's supposedly extraordinary physical strength to the impression of his 
spiritual strength and state will is carried out. A classic example of PR fraud: the youthful passion 
for sambo and judo is inflated to the highest professional skill, and against this far-fetched 
background, a legend is molded about the extraordinary fighting qualities of a person, and these 
invented fighting qualities are transferred to the entire past and present, no longer at all sports, 
but political life. 


The technology, as we can see, is simple, but how many millions of simpletons have trusted the 
virtual impression of Putin's strong-willed, bold and decisive nature. With the help of this 
technology, image-makers have built a different image of Putin - a competent leader, a confident 
ruler of the state. 


Although, in fact, Putin, as a leader, is not a leader, he has never been one, because until the 
very presidency, Putin served all his life as a supporter, assistant and swing - from the KGB, the 


vice-rector of Leningrad State University and the mayor of St. Petersburg Sobchak to Borodin 
and Yumashev And he felt so good, nourished and comfortable forever behind someone's back, 
that when Yeltsin gave him an independent post - director of the FSB! "Putin, if he had his way, 
would never agree to this. He puts it bluntly in his book “In the First Person": "I can't say that | 
was happy. | had no desire to enter the same water a second time. You see, after all, in 
paramilitary organizations it is very difficult to serve... The papers are all secret, you can't, you 
can't..." (Conversations with Vladimir Putin, pp. 124-125). Having faithfully and brazenly served 
the Family in this position, first of all, by his participation in the scam with the cassette of false 
compromising evidence on Prosecutor General Skuratov, he received the title of successor along 
with the post of Prime Minister. But even as head of the FSB, Putin did not gain independence. 
They say that when he was director of the FSB, in the corridors of the Kremlin, one could hear 
the irritated cry of Tanya Dyachenko, who scolded Putin in front of everyone, stretched out in 
front of her, hands at the seams. 


Putin's only "combat merit" as director of the Federal Security Service was the defeat of the 
Federal Security Service. Prosecutor General Yuri Skuratov gave a clear and tough professional 
assessment of Putin as director of the Federal Security Service in his book "The Dragon Option": 
"Putin, being at one time the head of the FSB, tried especially hard to disband the most 
dangerous directorates for any super-big thief - economic counterintelligence and 
counterintelligence support of strategic facilities. The former promoted the most high-profile 
economic cases of recent years, while the latter prevented the enterprises that make up Russia's 
glory and allow it to defend itself from going into the hands of foreigners for a pittance. Now 
these departments do not exist. It looks like the FSB chief, now a former one, was doing 
someone's bidding." (Yuri Skuratov, "Variant of the Dragon", Moscow, 2000, p.181). At the behest 
of Berezovsky, the director of the FSB, Putin, and another, the most combative Directorate of the 
FSB, the Directorate for the Development and Suppression of the Activities of Criminal Groups, 
the last stronghold of the FSB in the fight against organized crime, dispersed... 


In order to gloss over Putin's indecisiveness and lack of independence, which is clearly expressed 
on his face, political technologists have figured out how to portray him as a leader looking 
ahead. In the literal sense of the word, they began to impose on us the image of Putin as the 
helmsman. They began to show him constantly holding the steering wheel in his hands: now he 
was at the command post of a submarine, where the captain respectfully listened to his 
instructions, then behind the levers of a real tank, surrounded by tankers, who listened to him 
like a battalion commander on the front line, then at the helm of a fighter in a flight helmet... 
Everywhere Putin is at the helm of the government, and certainly in a large, annoying way - the 
steering wheel is in his hands. 


Ordinary people perceive these carefully and cleverly selected pictures without mincing words, 
simply - Putin knows how to control - no matter - an airplane, a submarine, a tank, it is planted 
in people's subconscious that, therefore, Putin knows how to control everything, and therefore 
the state. Do you remember how we were importunately suggested: "The Party is our 


helmsman!" Now, very subtly, with the help of virtual PR technology, they are suggesting 
something similar: "Putin is our helmsman!" A virtual impression is created of a knowledgeable, 
all-capable presidential candidate, and then of the president himself, an impression so 
implanted in our heads that to this day most voters are convinced that "ideological and strategic 
attitudes come ... from the President" ("Russian Federation Today", 2003, No. 8, p.26). 


To their credit, Putin's political strategists have a well-equipped workshop for constructing a 
virtual president. They work with fiction, devils! For example, through the demonstration of the 
president's meetings with representatives of different religions, they make our idea that Putin is 
close to people of all faiths. He opens a Moscow synagogue and whispers to the rabbis, he 
christens with Patriarch Alexy II and lights candles in a provincial church, then catches a coin 
with his mouth in a basin of curdled milk at a Muslim holiday in Kazan. And all this is not because 
of Putin's great love for Judaism, Orthodoxy or Islam. It's just a technology - they want to 
convince sincere believers of different religions that Putin understands them, he respects their 
faith, he is a believer like them, and, therefore, honest and sincere, because before God a 
believer will not allow himself to be a Pharisee and a hypocrite! And when this man with the 
stamp of "honesty and sincerity" promises to improve the life of the people, this same people, of 
different faiths and religions, believes him unconditionally and votes with joy for an honest and 
sincere person. 


And technologists continue to weave out of Putin the image of a president who knows 
everything, understands everything, what the country lives, what he breathes. Sometimes Putin 
will run away with the creative intelligentsia - to talk about the fate of Russia, then he will fly to 
the military - to once again promise them an increase in rations, then he will see the weavers - to 
talk about life and existence... Women are especially nice at meetings with Putin, melting at his 
presence, sighing, admiring him, and he modestly lowers his eyes, polite, well-mannered, 
delicate, as one poetess wrote, "affectionate, affable and meek", just some kind of kitten, not the 
president. Showing such meetings on TV warms the souls of voters with the knowledge that the 
president knows their needs and troubles as his own, that his soul is not in the same place 
because of the people's misfortunes, and give him time, help, and change everything for the 
better. It is a pity to disappoint the enchanted electorate, but these meetings are just a cynical, 
tricky technique, a skillful influence on the subconscious of the creative intelligentsia, the 
military, weavers, miners, teachers, doctors: Putin is one of his own, he knows your problems! 


The technology, how Putin's going to the people is organized, was clearly demonstrated by the 
newspaper "Moskovskiye Novosti". Two and a half years ago, in September 2000, Russia watched 
with emotion on television a meeting between Vladimir Putin and residents of the village of 
Kuzkino in the Samara region, which is not far from the government sanatorium "Volzhsky Utes", 
as a peasant woman Kuzmina heartily treated Vladimir Vladimirovich to pickled mushrooms of 
her own making. 


Two years later, the residents of the village of Kuzkino — the chairman of the Kuzkinskoye 
agricultural cooperative, Vladimir Fomin, who then prepared a whole heap of complaints and 
requests for help for the president, and Valentina Kuzmina, a master of pickling mushrooms, 
who turned out to be not a peasant at all, but a visiting dacha — told the correspondent of the 
"Moscow News" "how it was." Their testimonies once again confirm that Vladimir Vladimirovich 
travels around cities and villages not to learn about the life of the people, not to take care of 
them, bending in poverty and hopelessness, but to take pictures of himself against the 
background of the people, which is then shown to the people. 


Here is the story of Valentina Kuzmina, a hospitable dacha resident: "In Kuzkin, the day before 
the arrival of the president, everyone began to run! Almost to wash the road with soap... And it 
turned out that Putin was coming. When he started to come out, everyone started clapping and 
shouting "hurrah." And | somehow thought it was indecent to shout "hurrah". | just greeted him 
loudly: "Good morning, Vovochka!" ... And just like that, she waved her hand. At first... Well, | was 
stunned. He hadn't expected this in his life... As soon as he came out of school, he came straight 
to me: "Hello!" And | said, "I've already said hello to you." He says, "I've heard. It's so cool!" Well, 
they started a conversation... Well, | get bored with everything about politics... and Konstantin 
Titov, the governor of the Samara region, said: "What, the forest seems to be nearby, but there 
are no mushrooms?" ... | realized that he wanted to talk even longer, Vovochka. And there is no 
theme. And as soon as the mushrooms were mentioned, the president said: "What, are there 
more mushrooms?" | said, "I marinated and fried..." He said, "Can | have a look?" | said, "You're 
welcome." And he takes me by the shoulders. We, he says, went for mushrooms." 


The chairman of the agricultural cooperative, Vladimir Aleksandrovich Fomin, the owner of the 
Kuzkin economy, was also not averse to talking to the president at that time, but he did not 
succeed, the president did not want to talk to the Kuzkin owner. "I was standing behind him," 
Fomin recalls of his failure. "I really liked the way his security worked. We talked about 
mushrooms with Kuzmina, he turns around, and I'm already standing far away from Putin. And 
no one lifted me, no one pushed me..." 


And there was a lot to say to the chairman of the agricultural cooperative, a local peasant who 
was pulling out of himself so that the village would survive. For example, a ton of fertilizer now 
costs almost as much as eight tons of winter rye. Or the lack of insurance of peasant risks in 
Russia. Or the fact that there are no people left in the village. It's good, of course, that the 
president gave computers to the Kuzkin school, but soon there will be no one to learn how to use 
them. Last year, in Kuzkino, there was a full span of grain: rye prices were reduced four times. 
The wheat has fallen, the heat has burned it. Power engineers cut off the electricity in the farm, 
although before that Fomin gave them 50 thousand in real money... Not so long ago, there were 
two thousand cows on the Kuzka collective farm, when Putin came, there were still three dozen 
of them, but now there is not a single one! "But it has nothing to do with the president," Fomin 
said. "And this is due to the fact that agriculture in the country is abandoned." Fomin regrets 
that he did not manage to talk to the president, he dreamed of complaining: "We are the only 


ones trying to raise our heads. Oh, you dog, you're still alive." And on the ears!" But Putin was 
only interested in mushrooms! 


While the peasant Fomin, who was going to talk to the president about the case, was mopping 
up in the street, in the house of the dacha woman was unfolding a very advantageous action for 
the image, carefully recorded by the presidential operators. Kuzmina, a summer resident, told 
about it as follows: "We arrived. They went straight into the house. There are plenty of guards! | 
took a jar of mushrooms, but | can't open them. Vladimir Vladimirovich said, "We'll do it now," 
and took it and opened it. | said, "Take the plates, I'll bring the rest." He says, Vovochka: "I am fed 
from plates every day. Ten times. | don't want to! Bring the forks, and that's it." He was so simple 
and so intelligent. He and | ate mushrooms from a jar... And drank some more! We had vodka, it 
was left over from my mother's wake. They brought it and drank it. Everything is very cultured, 
very nice..." (Moskovskie Novosti, 2003, No. 17). 


That's how you go to the people. That's the PR technique. Pay attention to the readiness and 
executive discipline with which the president himself "fits" into this technology. After all, he is 
not looking for business, he is not looking for people's trouble right on the spot, he is trying to 
find out from the peasants in the village, he has not even looked for the eyes of the local 
chairman, who is in charge here? When | came to the village, | gave gifts and ate mushrooms 
with vodka. | didn't even go to the men, they can offend you inadvertently, ask about something 
unpleasant. The perfect actor! Not a step away from the set plot. But the screenwriters and 
image-makers, we must give them their due, did a great job! Those wretched talents that the 
actor has are promoted to the fullest. 


HE IS ONE OF THOSE WHO ARE CALLED IMAGE-MAKERS - THE PRESIDENT'S 
"FACE-MAKERS" 


The author of the phenomenon called "nationwide love for Vladimir Putin" is usually Gleb 
Pavlovsky, who is credited in the press with many other "historical conquests of democracy": the 
victory in 1996 and the resignation of Yeltsin in 1999, the dismissal of Stepashin and the 
appointment of Primakov, the appointment of Putin as the heir and the defeat of the 
Luzhkov-Primakov bloc, the unleashing of the second Chechen war and the creation of the Unity 
party. Paviovsky does not deny anything... And if the same rumors are to be believed, it was he 
who introduced the term political technology and political strategist into Russian politics. 


According to Profil magazine, Pavlovsky is a native of Odessa, a Jew by blood and a historian by 
education. As a student at Odessa University, he testified against his friend Vyacheslav Igrunov, 
who was accused of possessing anti-Soviet literature. He was put in a mental hospital, Pavlovsky 
was released. This was probably the first "political technology" that allowed Pavlovsky to be 
convinced of the success of an unprincipled, cynical approach to life. Obviously, he did not like 
the career of a historian, and Pavlovsky arrived in Moscow with the ambitions of a dissident, 
counting on generous subsidies for his activities from abroad and a possible career of his own 


abroad, the usual path that the Bukovskys, Sharanskys and others were following at that time. In 
Moscow, Pavlovsky became an admirer and almost a disciple of the historian Gefter, 
demonstratively throwing stones through the windows of the district court, pretending to 
protest against the totalitarian "evil empire." Pavlovsky's petty dissident activities, however, 
ended not with an honorable emigration, but with arrest in 1982, sincere repentance and, 
apparently, the surrender of his accomplices, since instead of a prison term, Pavlovsky was sent 
into exile in the Komi Autonomous Soviet Socialist Republic, from where, working as a painter 
and stoker, he sent schizophrenic letters to the authorities with recommendations on how to 
save the Soviet Union. Pavlovsky's messages, as he later recalled in his interviews, were indeed 
quite hysterical, the district police officer read them, laughed and filed a file. 


Pavlovsky's past is a series of violent outbursts of hysteria, which can also be regarded as a 
skillful prank of idiot in order to easily evade responsibility by obeying the adventurism of his 
nature. But it should be remembered that in the past, such behavior was often labeled by the 
authorities, not without reason, with a psychiatric diagnosis. By the beginning of perestroika, 
when Pavlovsky returned from exile, he had a well-established reputation as a "snitch" 
suspected by dissidents of working for the KGB. Pavlovsky began to adapt the acquired skills to 
the new conditions of life. He skillfully planted rumors and compromising material that stirred 
up society. In 1994, Pavlovsky launched a canard called "Version |" about a coup d'état allegedly 
prepared by a group of Yeltsin's ministers. Provocative disinformation was published by 
Obshchaya Gazeta, which by that time had a negligible circulation and dreamed of increasing its 
publication. Paviovsky was caught in provocation, the newspaper was given a warning, and the 
author of "Versiya" gained a reputation for dirty work, which very soon began to be delicately 
called "black PR." 


The schizophrenic ability to invent and throw in all sorts of "versions" quickly caught on in the 
Kremlin court. In 1996, Paviovsky was involved by Igor Malashenko in the creation of a "positive 
image" of President Yeltsin, and, most importantly, in the construction of a "negative image" of 
the Communist Party. This artificially erected structure with the impudent slogan "Communists - 
hunger, poverty, queues" made sensible people laugh, but to their amazement, the majority of 
voters accepted the lie for the truth. 


Pavlovsky is convinced that it was he who gave Dyachenko and his comrades hope for the 
possibility of Yeltsin's re-election: "At that time, at the end of 1995, there were two people who 
believed that Yeltsin was electable and very electable. Chubais and |". 


After Yeltsin's triumph, Pavlovsky was already relentlessly serving the authorities, launching all 
sorts of rumors, compromising materials, and stirring up scandals through the Internet 
publications he created. It is believed that in 1997, with his direct participation, the scandalous 
transcript of telephone conversations between Gusinsky and Berezovsky, allegedly plotting 
against President Yeltsin, got into the press. The decipherment turned out to be a "fake", and 


then Pavlovsky disavowed it, attributing the authorship to Andrei Fadin, a columnist for 
Obshchaya Gazeta, who died in a car accident. 


In 1999, on the advice of Dyachenko, a successful information cheater, a professional 
provocateur, was involved in a new election campaign, a high-risk campaign. The Kremlin family, 
saving its positions of power and stolen capital, needed people free from intellectual complexes, 
capable of any lie, any scandal, any political move, even a bloody outcome, just to achieve their 
goal. As they say, Pavlovsky surprised many here: he began to persuade the Family to withdraw 
from the election race, giving way to Prime Minister Putin. 


Pavlovsky makes no secret of the fact that "Putin was seen as a possible successor from the very 
beginning, but many were repelled by his specific past." Pavlovsky was not repelled. His own past 
was even more specific, and who knows, maybe a former KGB operative and maybe a former 
KGB snitch just understood each other well. 


Judging by his PR achievements, Pavlovsky's style of work is, firstly, the planting of rumors and 
compromising materials that denigrate the political opponents of the customer, secondly, the 
construction of the "image of the enemy", from the struggle against which the customer must 
emerge victorious, thirdly, the artificial escalation and even the construction of provocative 
situations that are beneficial to the customer. And all this, as we understand, is based on 
outright lies, fraud and readiness to commit any crimes to achieve their goals. To confirm this, 
let us quote the magazine "Profile", which conscientiously retold all the elements of the scenario 
to create people's love for the presidential candidate Putin, as it is believed, invented by 
Pavlovsky: "Many attributed to him the plan for a victorious military campaign in Chechnya, not 
to mention the campaigns against the Primakov-Luzhkov party. Speaking to the press in August 
1999, he noted that until Primakov gave his final consent to join Fatherland, it was possible to 
play against Luzhkov according to the rules. 


"And if he joins?" The correspondent asked. 


"Then the usual card tricks won't work—we must start jumping over the table," Pavlovsky 
smiled. 


"Jumping over the table" began very soon, and without Pavlovsky's direct participation: Sergei 
Dorenko took over the fight against the main pretenders to the throne. Nevertheless, Gleb 
Olegovich composed and even published several feuilletons in which he argued that Luzhkov 
was the Catiline of our time and that his struggle against Yeltsin was in essence a "legal 
conspiracy." 


The authors of these lines know people who seriously assert that the Moscow explosions in the 
autumn of 1999 were the work of Pavlovsky! 


However, Gleb Olegovich himself answered exhaustively: "The consequences of those explosions 
were unpredictable. The nation could rally around Putin, or it could blame the Kremlin for 


everything." Fortunately, the competent analyst was then on the side of the Kremlin. And not on 
the opposite side" (Profile, March 26, 2001, p. 77). 


When you read such "scenarios", especially those published after their implementation, an 
ominous chill freezes the soul. How easy it is for the "scriptwriters" to talk about children buried 
under the rubble, entire families crushed by concrete slabs, torn to pieces. For Putin's 
technologists, even if we assume that those explosions were not ordered, the mutilated corpses 
of children are a good opportunity to demonstrate the heroism of their presidential candidate. 
Even for the willingness to play on this grief in the presidential race and people's fear of new 
explosions, we cannot consider political technologists to be mentally normal people, especially 
those who are able to "jump over the table" at any moment to bring down the opponent... 


Numerous TV programs with the participation of Pavlovsky and interviews with him testify that 
Pavlovsky received from the Family and from Putin the desired opportunity to become a spring 
of power, not a secret, but an open adviser and at the same time an all-powerful magician, 
confident that he utters predictions and moves masses of human herds, which makes these 
masses prostrate themselves in frenzied adoration of yesterday's insignificant servant Sobchak 
and in a frenzy tear apart the portraits of their recent idols and favorites Luzhkov and Primakov. 
His imagination is clearly stricken with morbid pride, he considers himself capable of destroying 
or exalting anyone (if he has made a president out of Putin), a kind of Bonaparte of political 
technologies, looking down on the swarming obedient millions of "two-legged creatures". In fact, 
we are just an information cheater, a PR fraudster who has proclaimed his provocative and 
snitching activities to be "effective politics." His friends and collaborators, his direct subordinates 
head departments and departments in the Presidential Administration. Simon Kordonsky, a 
leading expert of the Foundation, is the head of the Expert Department of the Presidential 
Administration, Maxim Meyer, a long-time friend and collaborator, is the head of the information 
department of the Main Directorate of Internal Policy of the Presidential Administration... All 
this, of course, impresses an inexperienced voter, who cannot understand that fraud, deception, 
hypocrisy and PR techniques in the concepts of Pavlovsky and his henchmen are one and the 
same. 


Let's take a closer look at this strange person who has become familiar on the TV screens: is it 
only cold calculation, multiplied by the mind of a "genius technologist", that drives him? When 
Pavlovsky begins to announce his PR ideas from the TV screen or in newspaper interviews, and 
now he has become a very popular person, there is a keen feeling of communication with a 
madman. And the main question that should worry each of us today is whether this is really 
madness, a mental illness that has been attached to Pavlovsky since his young student years, or 
is it a skillful simulation, Odessa laughter, a prank of "suckers" so that our monster of political 
technology is treated as little seriously as possible. 


A psycholinguistic analysis of the speeches of the professional image-maker Pavlovsky can 
provide an answer to this question. 


First of all, Pavlovsky openly says that Putin is not a real person, but a "product" of the activities 
of political technologists, that is, our Bonaparte sees the president from political technology as a 
simple mouthpiece for his image-making ideas: "Putin is a kind of peculiar, perhaps the only 
genuine mass media in our country" (Expert, 2002, No. 16, p.18). "He is the only political 
communication in the country, the axis and pillar of the new regime. It is a political production 
complex. The Putin complex seems to produce the bulk of the political communications that 
maintain stability and trust in the system. (Ibid., p.19). "Putin acts as the manager and 
coordinator of these strata, which | conventionally call urban active groups" (Ibid., p.19). "Putin 
will have to act... This should be invented by his political head and the people who are part of this 
head" (Expert, 2000, No. 1-2, p.20). 


Putin's political head, as we understand, is Paviovsky himself, who intends to continue to rule, as 
he himself says, "these good-for-nothing citizens of ours" with the help of such a simple device as 
a puppet president. Pavlovsky's inflamed imagination imagines the "good-for-nothing citizens" as 
a crowd of idiots obedient to his magic pipe, acting according to the programs he writes: "... This 
is exactly what the masses are looking for.... They are looking for alternatives in the government 
itself... the charisma of power flowed out of Yeltsin, and flowed into him (Primakov - T.M.) 
(Expert, 2000, No. 1-2, p.18). "The people had an inner fear that the boss (Yeltsin - T.M.) leaves, 
and there is no other" (Ibid., p.18). "In a sense, the people got an answer to the question of who 
replaced Yeltsin, and calmed down... He is now waiting for certain actions from the authorities. 
And not even just actions, but a certain style of action" (Ibid., p.20). "Putin's stability is a regime 
of trust between the masses and the elites. Everyone is spinning, everyone is dissatisfied, 
everyone is grumbling about the rulers, but in principle they are still ready to accept the 
leadership" (Expert, 2002, No. 16, p.19). "Our voters really appreciate that Putin is cautious and 
prudent in his movements, that he is calm in situations of extreme danger... And by the way, the 
voter is very disapproving of everything that smells of a return to antagonism, calls to the fronts 
and barricades." (Ibid., p.20). «... Putin's new class will want to see itself in the big political 
mirror" (Ibid., p.22). The question is, how does Pavlovsky know the people in such detail, because 
since his work as a painter in Komi, a lot of water has flowed. But according to the very specific, 
to put it mildly, ideas of this crooked Odessa "genius", it is not water that can flow, but charisma, 
and also flow from one leader, and flow into another... All these arguments are very similar to 
the confidence of a teenager who sat down to play a computer game, where he is known to be 
the master of puppets, who, if they suddenly act against his will, can always turn off the 
computer, and erase the puppets from the memory of the virtual game. 


The rants of the "political head of the President" - the political strategist Pavlovsky - about how 
this very president interacts with the electorate and the ruling elites should certainly attract the 
attention of a psychiatrist: "There are a lot of subtle conditions for receiving a signal below, 
which Putin seems to feel with his skin... (his soles? - T.M.). That is why the sharpening of 
formulas goes to the last..." (Expert, 2002, No.16, p.18). "Putin felt the overheating of the axial 
communication channel, turned the sensation into a system of corrective commands and passed 
it along the chain. It is important for Putin to react adequately to the signals received when 


interacting with society" (Ibid., p.19). "Putin 'suddenly' becomes more active and breaks the 
stage balance of show politics" (Ibid., p.19). "When the process becomes unbalanced, Putin 
himself begins to put pressure on the system, to send signals to his government and immediate 
entourage" (Ibid., p.19). "Putin understands that without a quick correction, the next step or in 
two steps the system will return to a state in which it ceases to be manageable at all... And Putin 
begins to attack show politics and the imaginary vertical of power very harshly" (Ibid., p.20). "And 
it is only gradually that the deficit of our political industry has become apparent: Putin's political 
loneliness is giving rise to a ‘secondary virtualization’ that undermines the axis of trust.... It is 
necessary to build parallel communication to the masses" (Ibid., p.21). 


In all this insane jumble of clever words — verticals of power, regimes and axes of trust, 
actualizations and lack of motivation — Pavlovsky's virtual, detached view of our country, of the 
peoples of Russia, of their real needs and aspirations, clearly emerges. He sees himself as the 
designer of some abstract information system called "Putin", which needs to be debugged every 
now and then, its boards changed, cartridges refilled, new programs launched, and he believes 
that as he plans on the display screen, this will be embodied in the real life of living people. 


Pavlovsky's revelations expose all the puppetry of the president's figure, Putin's lack of 
independence, and, moreover, Putin's obedience to the commands coming from an image-maker 
who is not very well versed in reality. Pavlovsky's speeches are the tirades of an unhealthy man, 
immersed in a self-invented world of overheating axial channels, sending signals and parallel 
communications. 


Is Putin a puppet in the hands of a madman? It turns out that it is! But after all, with sheep's 
obedience, at the command of the same Pavlovsky, we fell in love with Putin, the time will come 
when we will be ordered to love Chubais, if Pavlovsky suddenly decides that "he is electable, and 
very electable." Are we going to continue to humbly trudge through a crowd of enthusiastic 
cheers for anyone the hand of a militant psychopath points at us? Yes, it's chilly to be out of the 
crowd, not just to shake off the hassle of screen hypnosis, it's hard to be on the alert all the time, 
knowing that you are being deceived, but figuring out how technologists who think they are 
Napoleons mold us presidents, and at the same time twist the brains of voters is the most 
important task of any person who wants to keep his mind and soul intact. 


ELECTION TECHNOLOGIES: HOW IT'S DONE. 
DECISION CEREMONY 


The announcement of the decision to become a candidate for the presidency of Russia is, in fact, 
the start of the election race. Vladimir Vladimirovich put on a black robe and told his compatriots 
that he had agreed to nominate himself for the post of President of Russia. To this end, he left 
Moscow for St. Petersburg, his homeland, in order to "analyze the proposal he received from the 
initiative group of citizens," weigh everything, calculate, think it over, and make a historic 
decision. The ceremony of presenting the regalia of an honorary member of the Academic 


Council of the Faculty of Law of St. Petersburg University could not have come at the right time 
for a significant announcement. The black robes and caps of honorary professors, slavishly 
bowing before the new "choice" of Russia, the obsequious smiles of the retinue and carefully 
selected students, who symbolized the young growth of the country and its future. And above all 
this He soars - young, with a stern and at the same time modest face, all - the embodied hope of 
Russia. 


The ritual is thoughtful and solemn: robes and caps, regalia and awards have a fascinating effect 
on the audience. People of science in the minds of the average person are akin to the celestials, 
to whom alone the highest knowledge is available. This was the basis of the technologists’ 
calculations, who presented Putin's "fateful" decision as a message from above, as a divine gift of 
fate for Russia, authoritatively approved by academic professors. 


A similar ceremony has already been held once in Yekaterinburg-Sverdlovsk, where Yeltsin 
announced his "fateful" decision in 1996. The ritual was also considered suitable for Yeltsin's last 
breath, who had one big advantage over Yeltsin: unlike Yeltsin, the "dear Russians" had no 
memories of Putin yet, only rosy hopes, like multi-colored soap bubbles. 


No one dared to call Putin's trip to St. Petersburg to unveil the "historic decision" an election 
technique. After all, Putin, as it was stated by the staff of the Yeltsin administration, is not going 
to campaign for himself, the very deeds of the acting president should speak about him better 
than any election slogans. Let's clarify what kind of citizens, having gathered at the President 
Hotel in Moscow, took the initiative at the right time, to which Putin readily responded, the next 
day: Anatoly Chubais, Rem Vyakhirev, Mark Zakharov, Mikhail Boyarsky, Yuri Lyubimov and 
others, had already gathered together four years before that day to support Yeltsin. What drove 
their unanimity now? Now the "best people of the country," as they were called by the 
commentators choking with delight, hurried to pay their respects to Yeltsin's heir, managed to 
indicate support and understanding, unconditional love and admiration. 


People of art were especially fond of it, who, apparently, since the Bolshevik times, remembered 
Gorky's words with a threat: "Who are you with, masters of culture?" And since then, they have 
never tired of flattering the eyes of the authorities - with you, with you, as always, with a guiding 
and directing force. Yelena Obraztsova called Putin "a real man" (such reassuring praise is 
usually lavished on insecure young men) and declared, looking happily into the TV camera, "We 
will support Putin now, and he, as president, will hopefully support culture." As for Lydia 
Smirnova, she found that Putin had an important virtue for the president - a beautiful gait, as if 
we were going to choose him as a top model. 


For a long time, Russian cultural figures have viewed themselves as an integral part of political 
technologies, cynically trading their bodies, voices and faces, as well as their "statements of 
support." In the Yeltsin era, for example, Mark Zakharov, looking directly into the face of Yeltsin, 
who stood opposite him, publicly compared the book "Notes of the President" with the novel 
"War and Peace" and did not blush, and those present at the solemn presentation did not blush, 


nodded in understanding - such work. At this historic meeting, Konstantin Raikin outshone 
everyone with his artistic lackey, he told a touching story about how, as it turns out, Putin met 
his future wife Lyudmila at a concert by Arkady Raikin. "And | hope to be useful to Putin in the 
future, too," Raikin Jr. added mysteriously, leaving the audience wondering if Raikin Sr.'s sneaky 
child would offer Putin someone younger at his concert. 


Politicians did their best, many of whom had lavished compliments on Moscow Mayor Luzhkov 
the day before and were preparing to support presidential candidate Yevgeny Primakov. As 
always, Mentimer Shaimiev has shown an example of political flexibility in his eternal readiness 
to kiss the favorite. The Tatar president, the founder of the "All Russia" movement, who stood at 
the origins of the "Fatherland - All Russia" bloc, which never managed to break into the party of 
power, now unexpectedly, perhaps for himself, discovered and happily announced that "both in 
Tatarstan and in Russian society as a whole, there is a consolidation around the figure of 
Vladimir Putin." And, of course, the place of the wise politician, who does not want to part with 
power over a huge chunk of Russian territory, is not at all in the opposition, but in Putin's 
glorious camp. 


Another vaunted oppositionist, the founding father of All Russia, Vladimir Yakovlev, the first 
oppositionist to defect to the new master of the Kremlin, lavished praise on the candidate in 
Petrozavodsk and St. Petersburg. He was followed by Murtaza Rakhimov, a Bashkir bai who 
publicly promised to raise as much money for Putin as he asked. Supporting regional politicians 
is also a kind of election technology. Voters in the regions are not exactly guided by the opinion 
of their regional masters, whom they often hate, but seeing how governors and petty presidents 
cower, slavishly pull up their weighty bellies, looking at their obsequious faces, bowed to little 
Putin, the "electorate" determines with a trained eye: these lackeys are more likely to eat their 
hats, but the new master will be put in the Kremlin. It means that everything was decided 
without us, there is no need to dig in... 


Although the ceremony announcing Putin's fateful decision was copied from Yeltsin's scenario, 
and was furnished with the same scientific and professorial props, and the composition of the 
initiative group was the same, and the masters of culture showed their respect, and the 
governors and presidents feigned reverence, Putin's ceremony still had its own peculiarity. 
Members of the initiative group of St Petersburg University to nominate Acting President 
Vladimir Putin as a candidate for the presidency of Russia, Rector L. Verbitskaya and Dean of the 
Faculty of Law N. Kropachev, made accusations in the press against the NTV program "Kukly", 
which cause them "a feeling of deep indignation and indignation and can serve as an eloquent 
example of the abuse of freedom of speech, which citizens of the Russian Federation are 
increasingly facing on the eve of the presidential elections." According to professors at St. 
Petersburg University, attempts were made to "slander the future president of Russia and their 
graduate with particular anger and frenzy, without regard for his honor and dignity." The most 
worthy legal scholars demanded that the actions of Putin's offenders be qualified under Article 
319 of the Criminal Code of the Russian Federation, the case under which is initiated "regardless 


of the will and desire of the person they affect." Passions, it turns out, flared up not even 
because of Putin's doll itself, but more because of the motif of a well-known song, to which 
Putin's doll appeared: "I molded him from what was, and then what was, | fell in love with." The 
puppet, coupled with the song, did not appeal to the initiative group very much. Putin, thanking 
the youth mentors through his press secretary for their sympathy, stressed that he himself had 
not asked for anything of the kind from them, but nevertheless included a vigilant professor 
among his confidants in the presidential election. Observers looked ahead and realized that the 
golden time of pluralism of opinions on television had expired, the masters of the Kremlin did 
not intend to risk their interests for the sake of observing the ideas of democracy and would 
harshly push, punch, and push through their candidate. 


HYPERSPECTACLE OF POLITICAL STRATEGISTS - 
THE UNLEASHED WAR IN CHECHNYA 


The real election campaign began, as always, long before the official start. Its beginning 
coincided with the nightmarish explosions in Moscow, which plunged the country into a 
numbing, dehydrating horror. Every Muscovite, every inhabitant of high-rise buildings felt 
condemned to death, their home ceased to be a fortress and threatened to turn into a grave at 
any moment. Panic ensued, which was skillfully fueled by daily reports of an unsuccessful search 
for intruders with a Caucasian appearance. 


In the bloody September of 1999, many saw, according to the official version, a revolt of 
completely crazed Chechen militants, who promised and kept their word to transfer the war to 
Russian cities. But there is another way, with the cynical eye of a political strategist, to look at 
these events as a lucky opportunity for Putin to launch a new campaign against Chechnya and 
become in the eyes of voters their defender, the victor of Russia's evil and cruel enemies. And 
the fact that this is how election campaign directors look at the Chechen war with outright 
cynicism is evidenced by the words of political strategist Grigory Ostrovsky, said in an interview 
with the Expert magazine: "The power is the one who inspires. And | don't mean at all such a 
particularity, which is extremely important and significant, but at the same time a particular one, 
as the Chechen war. Because it is not the war that is important, it is the demonstration that the 
authorities are ready to take obligations and fulfill them" (Expert, 2000, No. 1-2, p.23). 


For the political strategist Ostrovsky, the Russian soldiers dying in Chechnya are a living prop, 
placed on Chechen soil, as on a huge blood-stained stage, for the sake of one thing - for the sake 
of a pre-election demonstration of the inspiring role of the future President Putin. It's creepy to 
believe! It is even more frightening to find yourself as a helpless, silent extra in a cruel drama 
played out in order to retain power in the country. It is impossible to believe that only for the 
sake of this performance you will be brought with a load of "200" to your mother, distraught with 
grief, or that the coffins of your children and wife, crushed by hexagen explosions, according to 
the scenario of this performance, will stand in a neat row at the Mitinskoye cemetery, waiting for 
their turn for the funeral service... 


But listen to the words of political strategists demonstrating their election technologies, isn't 
that what they are talking about: "Today, real ideology cannot be positioned through text, 
because there are too many texts in the world. Ideology today can only be positioned through 
hyperdrama, hyperspectacle" (Expert, 2000, No. 1-2, p. Once again, slowly and carefully re-read the 
terrible revelation of the political strategist just quoted in order to assimilate at least a modicum 
of the horror that Putin's team is inflicting on us. After all, this was said at the very beginning of 
2000: in the midst of a hyperspectacle with a terrible name - war. At that time, voters really 
ceased to be interested in the election programs of other candidates, these very texts, which, as 
the majority of the population has already seen, have never been implemented, and there is 
nothing to waste on reading them and wasting time. But the spectacle is a drama, and even 
more excitingly, a tragedy, and if it takes place in the next street, the voter will shudder and be 
numb, and day after day will be fascinated by the unfolding events, carefully followed by the 
television eye. 


What does the voter care about Putin's rivals, what does he care about alternative programs of 
presidential candidates! Only one thing is important to him now - retaliation for terrorist attacks 
in Russian cities, he is waiting for a victorious military campaign to suppress terror, and from 
whom it can be expected, only from the current government. That is why Putin is the main face 
of the hyperdrama, the hyperspectacle. As the first man in the state, he naturally acts as a 
defender of the people and readily promises to "kill" terrorists wherever they are found, in the 
toilet and in the toilet. He, as the supreme commander-in-chief, takes on the role of a father to a 
soldier, and in a burst of unity with the army, he flies with his wife to Gudermes, risking himself 
just to be next to his beloved army in difficult times. And although the Chechens promised to kill 
him and even seemed to have sentenced him to death, he, brave and brave, is not afraid of 
anything, he travels around the cities of Russia, forcing the voter, trembling for his life, to 
anxiously watch the presidential motorcade: will they blow it up or not? Finally, in the event of 
victory, and the victory was bound to be by the end of the election race, he becomes the sole 
winner of Chechnya. He, as the supreme victor, is glorified, proclaimed the savior of the 
Fatherland, and presented as the guardian of its unity. This, probably, was the scenario of that 
hyperspectacle, in which the central role was assigned to Putin, and the countless pawn 
formation, which in the heat of the game is not a sin to sacrifice, were you and me, all citizens of 
Russia, first and foremost soldiers. 


Few people know about this, because some shamelessly and cowardly kept silent, others were 
participants in the pre-election political show, and did not want, were afraid to spoil the 
hyper-spectacle that began so well, its best, shocking, key scene - Putin, risking his life, the life of 
his dearest wife, flies to war in order to personally, right on the battlefield, however, in the 
presence of a whole plane of journalists who flew with him, to congratulate the fighting army on 
the New Year. And the fact that Putin's spontaneous, pre-election PR, publicity stunt cost the 
lives of 16 (sixteen!) heroic soldiers of the reconnaissance group was honestly and courageously 
told by only one - Novaya Gazeta. 


To ensure the safety of Acting President Putin, who suddenly fell like a devil from the sky, to 
guard the approaches to Grozny's Severny airport, all available reserves were pulled in, including 
the removal from the march and the airborne brigade involved in the operation to destroy a 
large formation of Chechen militants in the Cheberloy neck was also thrown there, Putin to 
guard. Because of this, the assault reconnaissance group that landed the night before, which 
entered into an unequal battle with much superior enemy forces, found itself without 
reinforcements, and lost 16 people. Thirteen were killed on the battlefield, and three more died 
on the way to the hospital (Novaya Gazeta, No. 19, 2000). 


In the bloody scenes of the hyperspectacle that unfolded, Putin was assigned the main winning 
heroic role: he entered into a symbolic single combat with a cruel and merciless enemy: the 
many-faced, thousand-eyed, ubiquitous Chechen terrorism. The image of a virtual enemy witha 
face of Caucasian nationality was simply necessary in this scenario. It is easy to rouse and unite 
Russia against such an enemy. People will forget their differences, give power to Putin - take it, 
win, just to live in peace! The enemy, the evil Chechen, was also advantageous in that all the 
attention of the population was focused on the fight against him, and the question of the 
responsibility of the "leaving" supposedly Kremlin Family seemed petty, secondary, and 
unimportant against the background of blood and explosions. The main thing is to blame the 
Caucasians for all Russia's troubles. A brilliant electoral move! All the irritation from the 
hardships of life, all the hatred for the power of the enslavers was directed by the skillful hand of 
political technologists at the "blacks", and those who allowed them to grow up without 
punishment, who nurtured Chechen separatism and Caucasian market impudence, were simply 
not noticed, so inflated was the horror story called "natives of the Caucasus". 


Thus, the second Chechen campaign was conceived as a victorious path for acting President 
Putin to presidential power. A fervent and sincere promise to the citizens of Russia, shocked by 
the explosions of houses in Moscow, to "kill in the toilet" all those who are guilty of brutal 
terrorist attacks, the rapid build-up of troops in Chechnya, victorious reports about clean-up 
operations... 


The fact that things in Chechnya were not going as smoothly as the generals had reported 
became clear by mid-December 1999, when Russian troops were stuck near Grozny. And on the 
eve of the ceremonial transfer of power from Yeltsin to the young acting Putin, the troops got 
involved in bloody battles with the militants, suffering heavy losses. As long as it was possible, 
politicians pretended that everything in Chechnya was going like clockwork. It was 
fundamentally important for the Kremlin that on the eve of Putin's election, for whom the 
second Chechen campaign was launched, citizens and voters should be confident that we are 
winning easily, quickly and without losses. 


All the calculations of the ruling party were based on the popularity of Vladimir Putin, earned 
precisely by unleashing the war. And what a misfortune! Yeltsin-Putin's generals are bogged 
down in partisan resistance. 


The Kremlin's image-makers panicked. They were well aware that the remaining three months of 
the election campaign were unlikely to be marked by military successes. And they were faced 
with a new technological task: to tear possible military failures and the Chechen war itself away 
from Putin, as acting president, supreme commander-in-chief. 


This, of course, was a discovery at that time, the know-how of PR specialists. After all, it is known 
that the first person of the state is inevitably responsible for everything that happens in the 
country. Gorbachev was to blame for the collapse of the USSR in 1991, and this time has been 
called the "Gorbachev era." Yeltsin must answer for the destruction of Russia as a great power, 
for the robbery and extermination of its people, and the last decade of the past century is called 
the shameful "Yeltsin's burden." It is also logical to link Yeltsin's last breath with all the deeds 
that took place during his time in power. But the trick is that they don't connect! Such a PR 
technique! 


"Meatballs separately, flies separately, as President Putin teaches us," one flattering journalist 
recently said of the president. At the same time, President Putin is really on the sidelines all the 
time. A clever trick of political strategists to evade responsibility of the first person in the state. 
They began to work on this technology on the eve of the presidential elections of 2000, when the 
failures of the Chechen war and the war itself, from which "the voter was tired," began to be 
presented as a phenomenon very far from Putin's activities. Defeats in the war were not linked 
to the president in the information blocks, and they did not turn out to be the president's defeat, 
his personal political failure. The blood of Russian soldiers did not leave sinister stains on the 
bright image of the presidential candidate. It was two parallel worlds - a war there, far away, 
started by no one and no one knows when it will be finished, and the president is here, kind, 
beloved, and always talks only about the good, about the joyful. With Putin, the voter forgot 
about the war, about blood, about bad things in general, because Putin did not remind him of 
this, this was the attitude of political technologists. Putin was turned into "our bright tomorrow," 
dreaming of which it is somehow indecent and unpleasant to recall the dark and bloody "today." 


The technology of separating Putin's image from the Chechen war, brazenly introduced and 
successfully worked out during the three pre-election months of military failures in Chechnya, 
later became the main technique of image-makers to divert Putin from responsibility for the 
catastrophe that broke out in the country under his presidency. Putin has surrendered Russia to 
the last piece of land, to the last drop of oil, to the last grain of gold. It was under his leadership 
that we lost the main military bases that allowed us to somehow resist the globalist plans of the 
United States, it was by his will that the Mir space station was destroyed, and Russia ceased to 
be a great space power. It is at Putin's instigation that the army has been completely destroyed, 
and the mercenaries he is pushing through the reform of the army will finish it off completely. It 
is Putin who is bothering about reforms in the housing and utilities sector and RAO UES, which 
will drive millions of people out onto the streets and freeze their homes. All the predatory laws 
have been pushed through the Duma, and the main one is on the sale of land, which will finally 
make us slaves in our native country, and this is also Putin's merit. But here's the strange thing: 


these criminal acts are not associated with Putin in the minds of the electorate. They are neatly 
presented as voluntaristic, spontaneous actions of the Ministry of Defense (military bases), 
Glavkosmos (the Mir ISS), Duma factions (the law on land), the Kasyanov government (housing 
and utilities reforms), and you never know the Chubais and Grefs, on whom you can turn the 
arrows, hang all the dogs, and only Putin, he alone is skillfully diverted from responsibility for 
everything, as if he does not sign the laws, he does not approve the decisions. There was even an 
anecdote about it among journalists. 


"May | interview you?" 
"Why me?" What | am: home is work, work is home. 
"But, Mr. President... 


Not a joke that arose out of nowhere. In the life of the country, Putin's cause is a side. In the 
news, it is presented separately "from cutlets, from flies", from war and blood, from reforms, 
from people's tears, from lawlessness and corruption committed in the country by the 
authorities. And in the next presidential campaign, this technology of diverting Putin from 
responsibility for everything he has done, because he is the first person in the state in these four 
years, such a cunning technology will be the main driving force of the election race. Remember, 
then, that the first developments of PR specialists in this direction were made in an effort to 
separate in our minds Putin and the blood he shed in Chechnya. In the same way, image-makers 
will soon tear the image of Putin away from the Russia that he ruined, plundered under him, and 
surrendered to America and Israel with his connivance, once again pointing to Vovochka - 
"affectionate, friendly and meek" - as "our bright tomorrow", in whose dreams one does not 
want to remember the unfortunate "today". 


TOY FOR ADULTS: WHITE SPOT COLORING PAGE 


Immediately after the 2000 elections, psychologists at the Center for Social Modeling made a 
startling conclusion from everything they observed during the election race: "At the irrational 
level, Putin was perceived by the mass consciousness as a powerful 'white noise’ - a combination 
of radiation at all possible reception frequencies, as an ‘active emptiness’. And it was at this level 
that the phenomenon of mass acceptance of Putin, his transformation into a "national leader 
from scratch" (Expert, 2000, No. 13, p. 


Putin is nothing, Putin is an empty space, Putin is a blank spot - this is what Putin's political 
strategists started with, it was Putin's colorlessness and facelessness that the image-makers 
took advantage of and began to paint this nothingness, this white spot. At the same time, from 
the very beginning of the election marathon, Putin's political strategists complained intensely 
that their client disregards the rules, spits on the image, and carelessly treats the rating. His 
entire campaign staff was noisily chattering about the fact that Vladimir Vladimirovich did not 
allow himself to be manipulated, that he himself was a smart and experienced politician, quite 


reasonable and pragmatic, and quite sincere to hide behind a mask of image. "He is his own PR 
man, and he assigns us the solution of organizational issues," Pavlovsky's followers repeat in 
unison, but at the same time, for some reason, "his own PR man" does not go beyond the tricks 
that have long been worked out by political strategists and have the most effective effect on the 
voter: trips to hospitals and nursing homes, meetings with veterans, donating computers with 
connected Internet to village schools, state employees are promised a sharp increase in salaries 
immediately after the elections. And the decision to increase pensions is signed right in front of 
the TV cameras... 


This is a well-conceived PR ploy - to talk at all crossroads that Putin does not need an image, he 
is in front of you as it is - at the same time painting a white spot, voicing white noise, filling 
Putin's emptiness. But how excitedly they fill it, even rejoicing in the fact that Putin is not a 
person, but a gaping failure! After all, thanks to this, PR specialists managed to attract voters 
themselves to paint Putin's blank spot, to fill Putin's emptiness. Knowing little about the acting 
president, knowing nothing at all about the acting president, each person imagined him as he 
would like the head of state to be, and endowed him with the best human qualities that, in his 
opinion, the head of state should have. In general, everyone molded himself in his own idea of 
President Putin and began to sincerely believe in what he himself had invented, proving to 
others, those of little faith, that this is exactly what Putin is. It must be said that it is a 
characteristic of Russian nature to meet the new without skepticism, cordially, with hope for the 
best. That's how it happened with Putin. People began to ascribe to Putin the virtues that they 
considered to be the best in a person. Those who valued honesty most of all believed that a 
person was an honest, crystal honest person, and no publications, for example, the sensational 
investigation by Novaya Gazeta about Putin's criminal machinations in St. Petersburg, which was 
published just before the elections on March 23, 2000, turned the voters convinced of the 
decency and unselfishness of their idol from these positions. And there were no more or less of 
those who wanted to play a children's coloring book - 52.77% of those who came to vote. It was 
they who puzzled psychologists with the images of Putin they pictured—strong, vivid—and 
completely different. In the test with children's drawings (the associations of politicians with 
images of animals were studied), Putin appeared either in the form of a gray sparrow, domestic, 
lively, not scary, or in the image of a threatening and cold shark. That is, on the eve of the 
elections, a psychological situation was created to promise everyone what the voters themselves 
expected from the leader and the leader. Putin has become a kind of "mirror" of expectations. 
Looking at him, every voter saw not the true face of the acting and presidential candidate, but 
their own hope for the fulfillment of their cherished expectations. 


It is incomparably easier for political technologists to paint a blank spot than to repaint 
something, especially if it is something bright and expressive. If, at the beginning of the Chechen 
war, Putin the victor was supposed to appear before the people in the guise of a true Aryan with 
"a Nordic character, firm, merciless to enemies" (in one of his TV interviews, he said that he, 
Putin, has no enemies, his enemies are enemies of Russia), that is, from August to December 
1999, political technologists carefully painted the image of a resolute and uncompromising 


fighter against terrorism. A man who cares not about the place, but about the fate of the 
country. When Putin did not turn out to be the winner, it was decided to change his image 
abruptly. Instead of the monumental mask of "Iron Felix," Putin was given the gutta-percha head 
of "the most humane man," the benefactor and father of all Russian peoples. Pensioners and 
children immediately fell in love with it. The women were inundated with grateful, tearful, snotty 
"spasibs". Now Putin visited not military units and economic assets, but children's hospitals, 
industrial workshops, and nursing homes. Putin, however, was never allowed to enter the 
unpredictable street crowd. The fear of being slapped in the face or spit on, memorable from 
Gorbachev's experience, is firmly entrenched in Russian politicians. A spat on presidential 
candidate could forever say goodbye to the dream of the coveted position. The lack of direct 
communication with the electorate was explained in Putin's headquarters simply: the chief, of 
course, is not afraid of a direct conversation, there is just not enough time. And they 
immediately remembered Putin's New Year's flight to Gudermes with his wife, champagne and 
gifts, to congratulate and reward the soldiers. The acting president even made excuses that he 
was about to "get stuck." This created the illusion that Putin was fearless, prone to unexpected 
"strong" moves, as they say in the Kremlin. True, this strong "move" was proposed by the current 
Minister of Press, advertising specialist Lesin, and the wife had no intention of following Putin to 
the war, and according to her own recollections, a few days before the "unexpected and strong 
move" she was instructed to go. So this is just a re-enactment of Putin's bold attempt to 
congratulate the warring soldiers. Another piece of white spot will be eclipsed by a bright 
brushstroke. And the fact that this smear turned out to be terribly bloody and cost the lives of 
sixteen of the best fighters of Russia - so who knows about it, and who knows, no longer 
remembers. 


FOR NEW ELECTIONS, NEW TECHNOLOGIES, 
BUT STILL DIRTY 


A new presidential election has dawned. No one doubts that Putin, despite his public denial that 
he has not yet decided anything for himself, will be re-elected. We speak of this as a settled 
matter for two reasons. First of all, the Yeltsin family is still not going to lose power, and there is 
no more convenient puppet than the proven Putin. Secondly, the mechanics of pushing Putin 
into the presidency have already been worked out: thirty percent of voters, as we have seen, 
automatically vote for him under the influence of electoral technologies. The 20 percent plus one 
vote that is missing from the majority is achieved in the same way that, apparently, the director 
of FAPSI, Starovoitov, received the "Hero of Russia" and another general's star by a secret 
presidential decree immediately after Putin's election in 2000. 


But the 30 percent of voters who have submitted to the will of technologists are not completely 
brainless puppets, they just foolishly naively believe that Putin, who is widely talked about as 
Russia's only choice, is worthy of these lofty words. But even these thirty percent of the blessed 
believers cannot be performed a second time on the chaff of the old election tricks, you will not 


be fooled by the same tricks. It is necessary to prepare something new, unexpected for the voter, 
it is necessary to play on the deepest strings of human souls and so masterfully play along with 
these strings on the magic pipe of the television airwaves, so that the voters follow Putin 
fascinated again, captivated by cunning sweet-voiced promises. 


Putin's PR people are well aware of this, assuring everyone that "another president should be 
elected for the next term, it may well be the same person with the surname Putin, but with a 
completely new program." The old program, everything that Putin promised in 2000, must be 
erased from the memory of the electorate, so that it will not be heard of or seen, otherwise it will 
turn out to be like the Moscow News, which, in a fit of democratic liberalism, wanting to do "the 
best" - after all, this newspaper cannot be suspected of opposition to Putin's clique - tried to 
weigh everything. What Putin has done under Putin on the scales of good and evil, it was decided 
to calculate what outweighed in his policy in the first term of power. Take a look at what 
happened. "Positive" is just general words that assure us that the country is preparing for the 
prosperity to come, the "negative" has gathered a lot of what everyone has experienced on their 
own skin: 


"Positive" 


e Slow but steady growth in average wages and pensions; 
— relatively low growth rate of consumer prices; 

e -absence of new hotbeds of interethnic conflicts; 

e —acertain restoration of Russia's international authority. 


"Negative" 


e - Miserable salaries of teachers, doctors and all public sector employees; 
e  —unbearable tariffs for housing and housing and communal services; 

e -the war in Chechnya; 

The U.S. war in Iraq and Russia's loss of foreign policy influence. 


A killer result! In the absence of real deeds in the success of Russian President Vladimir Putin's 
rule, Moskovskiye Novosti is forced to drag "slow growth of wages and pensions", "rising prices" 
and "the absence of new ethnic conflicts", which, translated into normal, understandable 
language, means "thanks to the "popularly elected" for the fact that wages grew slowly under 
him, that prices rose, but relatively, and for the fact that he did not have time to ignite a war in 
other regions. as he did in Chechnya! However, Putin himself assesses the "positive" of his 
activities in the same caricature, not without pride, boasting, for example, to the press about 
state support for agriculture: "We have organized significant support for agricultural producers, 
which at first glance is imperceptible" (Verbatim report on the press conference of Russian 
President Vladimir Putin in the Kremlin for Russian and foreign media, June 20, 2003). Good 
support, if it's hard to notice it! 


To add to the "negativity" listed by Moskovskiye Novosti, we would like to add what the 
newspaper, of course, did not dare to name: a sharp social stratification of society, criminal 
lawlessness, corruption on an unprecedented scale... Lest this list sound like an unfounded libel, 
let us express Putin's "achievements" in just two figures, announced on the same day from the 
television screen. According to official data, the average weight of an 18-year-old conscript from 
the countryside, a peasant's son, who has always been a symbol of the Russian hero, is now 51 
kilograms (while the norm is 71 kilograms). This is possible only because of hunger, because of 
the daily malnutrition of the blockade, because of the reduced bread ration that peasant 
mothers give to their children when they are malnourished (TVC, June 22, 2003). Another terrible 
figure: in orphanages in the Irkutsk region, with a sugar norm of 5 grams (less than a teaspoon), 
children are given three grams per portion of porridge, and when asked what they dream about, 
an orphanage orphan talks about a plate of semolina... (RTR, June 22, 2003). These are the real 
"achievements" of Putin's rule! 


Of course, political strategists will not mention such presidential merits, their task is to convince 
everyone that the old program of election promises "by and large" has been fulfilled, whether it 
is now time to count orphans on their heads and weigh new recruits. Now it's time to fool the 
people's brains with a new program, and under the new dress and the blush on the president's 
cheeks, what image-makers call charisma, needs to be thoroughly retouched. And the 
president's muzzles are tireless again. 


THE MULTI-HEADED HYDRA OF SOLIDARITY 


With the president's new dress for the upcoming elections, the latest fashion trend of the 2004 
election season, Putin's political strategists are proposing a new ideology, the herald and symbol 
of which should be President Putin. The name of the new ideology, this hit of the 2004 elections, 
was appropriately chosen to immediately elevate Putin above all the rival ideas of democracy, 
communism, nationalism in Russia - solidarism! — and Putin has already voiced it in his 
presidential address to the Federal Assembly of the Russian Federation in 2003, as they say, he 
tried it on: "... We will need the consolidation of political forces and society. Consolidation of all 
powers. Combining the best intellectual forces. Support of socio-political structures. Cooperation 
between the Parliament and the Government. The consolidation of all our intellectual, power, 
and moral resources will enable Russia to achieve its greatest goals. Great goals worthy of a 
great people." (Rossiyskaya Gazeta, No. 93, May 17, 2003) 


Of course, the beautiful, cleverly composed speechwriters, well-fitted words about uniting all 
"healthy forces" to create a "strong Russia", when pronouncing which Putin "seriously" knits his 
whitish eyebrows and sternly stern his watery gaze, are the same theatrical props as the flight 
helmet and the steering wheel of a fighter jet were in the last presidential election. After all, 
Putin was not going to learn to fly then, and now he does not think of gathering the so-called 
"healthy forces" to a heap at all. He is only demonstrating his intentions, making it clear to every 
politician and voter that if he considers himself healthy and wants the good of his beloved 


Russia, then he simply must join the ranks of the president's supporters. And all those who, for 
some reason, do not want to join these ranks, well, do not want to run after Putin, "with their 
pants up", they do not want the good of Russia. It's so nice, simple and accessible: to love Putin 
means to love Russia, and vice versa, to love Russia means to love Putin. Nothing less. A 
well-known periphrase in a well-known way: when we say "Putin" we mean "Russia", we say 
"Russia" we mean "Putin". This is another PR move. 


The ideology of solidarity is Putin's trump card, but it is also very convenient for all the country's 
politicians who dream of leaning on power, feeding on power, at least snatching a piece of from 
power without soiling the "image" of a principled liberal or ardent patriot. Putin, on the 
instructions of image-makers, calls on what he promises: to consider those who come to him "a 
healthy, civic-responsible force," and he proclaims a noble goal — to build a strong Russia 
“worthy of a great nation." And "civilly responsible" regiments gather under Putin's banners of 
solidarity - Chubais is leading a combat detachment of Timur's followers, patriots Krutov and 
General Leonov are marching nearby, pretending not to notice Chubais, building a "Russia 
House" on the side of the road, Nemtsov and Hakamada are sowing to the right, and 
communists in assortment are jostling on the left flank, because they all also really want to 
appear healthy and insert their virtual brick into the virtual building of "strong Russia". They 
parade in front of Putin as if separately, but they march in unison and in step, strictly on 
command. 


In their eagerness to please Putin and adapt to the authorities, all the participants in this 
political march, interrupting each other, praise "Vladimir Vladimirovich," and exactly like the 
calculations of political technologists, in the polyphony of flattering praises, every voter hears 
what warms his soul. An Orthodox patriot will happily read in an interview with the president's 
"confessor," Archimandrite Tikhon Shevkunov, that "this president will be governed only by God, 
his conscience, love for Russia and common sense" (Profil, September 18, 2000). The Jew will take 
on board the admiring assessments of Putin's activities given by the International Jewish Gazette 
and the two chief rabbis of Russia. For a liberal, Putin's performance is measured by the sticky 
praise of Putin by Mark Zakharov, losif Kobzon, and Zurab Tsereteli. The Communists will 
appreciate how balanced Gennady Zyuganov is in his assessments of the president. 


Putin's political strategists are diligently fueling the feeling of solidarity of "the people" with the 
president by frequently distributing prizes and orders in the Kremlin to people of various 
political colors: rivals among themselves, opponents, open opponents, and even sworn enemies. 
In a hospitable, paternal conciliatory way, Putin gathers them all in the Kremlin, and not only for 
the distribution of awards, but also for holidays, either the constitution, or some kind of 
independence, or the New Year. From them, on the principle of "every creature in pairs", Putin's 
assistants form various numerous commissions, committees, councils under the president, for 
example, the Presidential Council for Culture, so that Nikita Mikhalkov habitually voices Putin's 
concern for the Russian person, Mikhail Shvydkoy confidentially broadcasts about the 
president's admiration for universal values, and the crazy soloist of the Orthodox-patriotic TV 


program "Russia House", a member of the Presidential Council for Culture, Lieutenant General 
Leonov could scold Putin in his endless telemonologists... 


In fact, the solidarity built by technologists for Putin in order to ensure his trust from all strata of 
society is not a polyphonic chorus, well-coordinated and harmonious, directed by a talented and 
strong-willed conductor, but a many-headed hydra, each head of which longs to snatch the 
neighbor's head by the root, and if not the entire head, then at worst to snatch, intercept, bite, 
bite off that fat bite from the neighbor. that throws power at every head. The only thing they 
have in common is the hymns of praise that they sing to Putin, squinting at each other with 
zealous and hateful eyes. The chatter of these toothy heads distracts the voter from the crimes 
that are really being committed in Russia, from the fact that the country's economy is dominated 
by the unrestrained totalitarianism of Chubais, Khodorkovsky and Abramovich, in culture and 
the media, Shvydkoy and Lesin are propagating ruthless Zionism, that Orthodoxy and Islam, 
through the efforts of Roediger, Kadyrov, Shevkunov, are degenerating into blind pleasing to the 
authorities, who, as religious guides justify to us, "From God." And all these Chubais, 
Abramovichs, Shvydkiys, Lesins, and at the same time the Roedigers, Shevkunovs, Leonovs are 
associates of President Putin, with whom he is "close and warmly acquainted." 


After all, it is obvious that all this solidarity, which will be brazenly and impudently presented 
from now on as a new national saving idea for Russia, as a panacea for all ills, is the rotten fruit 
of political technologies, but look at the zeal with which the president's muzzles make up Putin 
to look like the artistic director of this political choir. 


THE JESTER'S CAP IS CUT TO MATCH THE CAP OF MONOMAKH 


During the 2000 election campaign, Putin was endearing to many people because he was very 
different from the shameful Yeltsin: he was physically healthy, spoke without a piece of paper, 
did not risk giving away a "squiggle", did not drink, did not play tennis, did not conduct an 
orchestra in Germany, did not disappear for months at the dacha, "working with documents"... 
However, judging by these qualities of Putin, which the people liked so much, then any elderly 
person without bad habits is suitable for the post of president. The principle of contrast has 
worked so favorably for Putin that image-makers do not abandon it to this day, they only renew 
the colors. People still compare Putin's sober behavior with Yeltsin's drunken courage, the 
hypnosis of judoka tatami, skiing and congratulating the population on the New Year in the cold 
without a hat as a symbol of the indestructible health of the successor of the ailing Yeltsin. But 
the Kremlin's PR people are finding it increasingly difficult to find winning moves that work on 
the contrasts between the former and current presidents. This technological resource is almost 
exhausted. And the image of Putin is slowly but steadily beginning to merge with the image of 
Yeltsin: the life of the people, which, at the same time, is unbearable. 


The image of Putin as a confident and skillful leader, if it is not tinted from time to time with 
another story about the president riding a tank or a cruiser, instantly fades, he needs to be 


constantly "refreshed". If you don't come up with more and more new PR moves. And in general, 
if you don't gloss over Putin's image all the time, but give him the opportunity to be himself at 
least for a short time, the image of the head of state molded by political technologists will 
instantly disappear, it will crumble into dust. You don't have to look far for examples. On April 8, 
Putin only hinted at criticizing the government: "I am sure," he said, "that the government should 
set itself more ambitious plans. You can't calm yourself or the country at a pace that doesn't 
happen fast enough." On April 9, literally the next day, he responded: "Planning fiscal policy 
based on higher rates of economic growth is risky and dangerous. I'm not sure that we need to 
significantly change our projections of economic growth over the medium term." And from 
whom! It would have been fine if the prime minister, or at the worst, one of his deputies loudly 
and clearly reprimanded the president in a boorish manner "I'm not sure" in front of the whole 
country, no, they considered it beneath their dignity to stoop to such a trivial dispute, and as an 
opponent to the president, who rolled into Putin's forehead, they put up a petty clerk a certain 
Arkady Dvorkovich (just a deputy of Herman Gref, Minister of Economic Development), and he, 
not at all embarrassed, and who to be ashamed of! And he pulled the president for his 
impertinence, so that he did not meddle where he did not need to. 


Just like that! Know who's boss! And the fact that Putin is not the boss, but a kind of interim 
acting one, is clearly exposed in his public, paperless speeches. Take, for example, Putin's recent 
press conference in the Kremlin lune 20, 2003), and every now and then you hear guilty, 
excuses, and ingratiating words, so as not to offend someone: "We will try to act in this 
direction...", "You know, | don't really like the word ‘oligarch’ in general, when applied to 
representatives of big business in Russia...", "Of course, | would very much like us to work 
together with the parliament...", "It is much more important, in my opinion, to take care of 
people...", "but it seems to me that in order for it (statistics - T.M.) has become even more 
transparent, it is necessary to derive these statistics from the law enforcement agencies 
themselves...", "The role and importance of the Russian language in Russia cannot be 
overestimated, | apologize for such a cliché...", "| can report to you...", "As for municipalities, in 
my opinion, this is a very important issue...". It seems to me", "in my opinion", "I want to 
report"... And this is not a young man babbling, crushed by inferiority complexes, this is what the 
President says! He is still the leader of a gigantic state, in which the majority of citizens live in 
abject poverty, and the annual death rate has exceeded two million people. To raise the 
government on its rack, to redistribute income, to give people jobs and earnings, to reverse the 
demographic crisis by supporting large Russian families... All this can and should be done by 
Russia's prudent master. But then the master, and the acting Putin, planted on the edge of the 
presidential chair, does not dare to lift a finger, much less change anything, because the real 
masters, who put Putin on the presidential chair, can quickly get angry with him. 


That is why the president is afraid to offend the government even with a word. He could not 
restrain himself once, because he only gently shook his finger, he was immediately punched in 
the face, and nothing, he wiped himself, and then only bleated: "The Ministry of Emergency 
Situations sometimes, perhaps, does not act very quickly, but in general satisfactorily", "As for 


the responsibility for the government, of course, | am responsible for its work. But the 
government is headed by the prime minister, and he is doing a good job. There are a lot of 
questions, a lot of problems. | wish it was even better. But on the whole, the government's 
activities should be recognized as satisfactory," "There is something to criticize the government 
for, and there is also something that needs to be paid attention to in a positive way and the 
government's efforts in these areas should be supported" (Verbatim report on the press 
conference of Russian President Vladimir Putin in the Kremlin for Russian and foreign media, 
June 20, 2003). 


A year before the presidential election, even Moskovskiye Novosti, which is absolutely loyal to 
the Kremlin, is forced to admit that "the idea of Putin, which has not been pumped up by a 
special PR move, may turn out to be like this: a weak ruler" (Moskovskiye Novosti, March 26, 
2003). 


And the political strategists, these cunning tailors of the naked king, understand well what the 
Moscow News understands, and therefore have embarked on a grandiose project - to mold 
Putin into a “tsar-father" in the literal sense of the word. At first glance, it is utter madness to 
change the jester's cap to Monomakh's hat. Have the "axial channels" and "axes of 
communications" of Pavlovsky and his comrades completely overheated? But this is only at first 
glance. The PR people's calculations, although cynical, are sound. After all, madness, and 
especially the madness of ideas, can be contagious, so the president's PR people expect that 
their technology "Putin is the Tsar-Father" will touch the deepest in the souls of the Russian 
people, awaken in their genetic memory the monarchical idea that has been stored in it for 
centuries, and they hope for this not in vain. 


That is why Putin is now obsessively shown in the paraphernalia of tsarist power. The 
anniversary of St. Petersburg is celebrated in a royal way. We are obsessively hammered into our 
brains that Putin, having gathered the great powers in the jubilee northern capital, embodied 
what Peter the Great could only dream of: "All the flags will visit us." Nothing less, no more: Peter 
the Great only dreamed, and Putin did. Without standing behind the multibillion-dollar expenses 
(in an impoverished country, where 80 percent of the country's population cannot make ends 
meet, in hunger and cold), they finish the Konstantinovsky Palace in Strelna for the president, for 
the presidential residence, and build a luxury yacht on a royal scale, and political strategists not 
only do not hesitate to advertise all this, on the contrary, annoyingly emphasize the imperial 
luxury of the remakes, comparing Putin with the Russian Tsar Nicholas Il. whose residence was 
called the Alexander Palace and was also outside the capital, in Tsarskoye Selo, and the imperial 
yacht "Shtandart" is not known only to a preschooler. Finally, Putin convenes a ceremonial 
meeting of the State Council in the Throne Room of the Winter Palace - a direct analogy with 
Tsar Alexander II. And so that there is no doubt about the tsar's image and likeness of Putin, 
television now and then thins out the showing of Putin either with photographs from the time of 
Tsar Alexander II, or newsreels of the pre-revolutionary years of Tsar Nicholas II. That is, of 
course, the Russian tsars came to England in a kindred way, and not only the Russian tsars, who 


visited here, Gorbachev and Yeltsin, but in "this format" - the television presses on our brains, 
presses our consciousness, as Putin was received today - with such reverence and reverence, 
well, for sure, after Alexander II, none of the historians remembers such a triumph. 


The image of Putin, skillfully built into the tsarist interiors of the Winter Palace and the Kremlin, 
willy-nilly forces the voter to try on both the crown and the ermine mantle of the emperor, and 
then, unrestrainedly, by the inertia of the implanted associations, to endow this virtual image 
with the qualities of a God-given tsar, who has the right to execute and pardon, reward and 
punish. We are led to believe that this one who dwells in palaces is the true father of the nation, 
its nourisher and guardian. The depiction of the father-breadwinner, the people's benefactor, is 
becoming more and more active and deceptive every day. In Tambov, Putin makes a tsarist 
gesture by announcing the allocation of two billion rubles from the state budget for insurance 
medicine for pensioners. Political strategists immediately shouted a multi-voiced "hurrah" on all 
TV channels, almost hoarse, poor people. But no sooner had their throats cooled down from the 
jubilant "Vivat, President!", and the tears of delight and tenderness had not had time to dry in 
front of the eyes of the "happy" pensioners, than clever heads calculated that two billion rubles, 
divided among 60 million pensioners, give each of them a pitiful two and a half rubles of monthly 
support for medicines and treatment. But, firstly, it was only later calculated, and secondly, this 
figure did not get into any comment, no one began to explain to the old people how they were 
being fooled. 


Acting on the principle of "more impudence", Putin's PR specialists achieved what they wanted in 
this case - the people sincerely thanked the benefactor. Failure happened with another "gift" 
from Putin, when he gave the people a six percent increase in their pensions from his "tsarist" 
largesse. After the TV news showed the old men sending Putin a mocking thirty rubles of old 
man's welding, comrades from the pension fund and the Ministry of Finance hastened to explain 
that the indexation was unscheduled, that another, another, real one was expected. "Father" 
Putin promises to hold it in August: "In absolute terms, it will be about 121-122 rubles on 
average." Our old people will get rich! 


As the date of the presidential election approaches, the image of the "tsar-father", the 
breadwinner of the people, will be molded by television crews from the President's new gifts to 
children, soldiers, the elderly, the poor, refugees, museums and libraries, churches, mosques 
and synagogues. The beneficent citizens will begin to thank "our dear, beloved Vladimir 
Viadimirovich Putin" unrestrainedly, with a heartfelt tear, and he will modestly deny gratitude 
with the same tears, and all these extremely touching scenes, well rehearsed and masterfully 
staged, will make the voter forget about the bad today and, as always, foolishly naively hope for 
a bright tomorrow with such a good one. a just and noble president of Russia. 


At the same time, censorship of TV channels will severely limit information about the death of 
the Russian population. ORT, RTR, NTV will show only the good, joyful, hopeful, they will report 
on successes, and if they remember about disasters, then about natural disasters, if they 


mention catastrophes, then as a matter of blind chance. And against the backdrop of natural 
disasters and terrible catastrophes, Putin can even look spectacular with his apparent calmness, 
which so delights voters who are susceptible to suggestion, who are amazed: "How calmly and 
carefully he says, in such terrible circumstances | would go crazy!" In the absence of other, 
strong-willed traits, this calmness is perceived as the main virtue of a ruler, it is terrible to say! a 
power that is dying out at an unprecedented rate! After all, it is like admiring the calmness of the 
gravedigger, habitually lowering the coffin into a pit in a crowd of weeping relatives of the 
deceased. Tell me, what is the grace of Putin's calm, interpreted by some as a sign of a firm and 
resolute character? Perhaps it is that he has resigned himself to the extinction of his people, 
then he is a degenerate, worthy not of exaltation, but of contempt. Or maybe it's that he doesn't 
feel like a native of a dying nation, but only an outsider to it, then he's an alien, a stranger put on 
the presidential chair by the invaders of the country. Be that as it may, Monomakh's hat for 
Putin is cut by fraudulent political technologists from materials that are not at all tsarist. 


HOW ANY MEDIOCRITY CAN BE TURNED INTO A DECENT CULT OF PERSONALITY 


Well aware that Putin cannot take the electoral bar for the second time either by deeds or by 
authority, and that the "tsarist resource" and the ideology of solidarity alone cannot scrape 
together the coveted thirty percent of the vote, Putin's political strategists do not disdain direct 
pressure on the voter, creating a cult at the expense of his unrestrained, impudent praise. Even 
Alexander Oslon, one of those who helped "make Putin" in 2000, said in an interview with 
Kommersant-Vlast: "Now Putin is like Brezhnev" (2002, June 4, p.12). 


Of course, to say that Putin is Brezhnev today is clearly too much in comparison, because in 
terms of age, health, and the ability to pronounce words clearly, Putin is many times superior to 
"dear Leonid Ilyich", and he has ruled the country for only three years, and the cult of Brezhnev 
began to be sculpted only ten years after he came to power. But the style of exaltation of the 
President of the Russian Federation is rapidly approaching the style of praising the General 
Secretary of the Central Committee of the CPSU. 


A year after Putin's election, the media began to diligently promote the topic of "the best leader 
of all time." A solid, at a high scientific and sociological level, a table with ratings on a five-point 
scale of all Russian leaders of the 20th century was widely advertised in the press. From this 
sociological balancing act, it followed that "Putin is the absolute champion" in terms of 
leadership qualities, overtaking Stalin, Lenin, Brezhnev, and Khrushchev, with Yeltsin in last 
place. "Only in terms of leadership qualities, and even then not much, Putin is inferior to Lenin 
and Stalin, and in terms of human qualities he is confidently ahead of everyone." (Stringer, 
December 2001) 


Praises to Putin are becoming a stubborn obsession with the politics of our time. Just as in the 
years of stagnation it was customary in all speeches "personally to thank Leonid Ilyich Brezhnev 
personally" for all the good things, including the repair of plumbing in his own apartment 


("spring has come, summer has come, thanks to the party for this"), so now not to mention 
Viadimir Vladimirovich Putin publicly and publicly with a kind word becomes an expression of 
clear opposition to the authorities. Is it out of great sincerity and ardent love for the President 
that every clerk in the most shabby housing office drives a nail into the wall and hangs a photo 
portrait of Putin on it? Of course not, it's just that everyone, from shrewd politicians who want to 
sit at the tail end of the ruling party, to schizophrenics, who mirror the twists and turns of 
Russian reality in their sick minds, instantly caught the "trend of the political moment." Out of a 
monstrous mixture of cold-blooded opportunism and convulsive psychopathy, a monumental 
"Putiniana" has emerged, one that celebrates the new leader of all times and peoples. 


As the newspaper Novye Izvestia writes: "Apparently, people who have known him for a long 
time know well that Putin is "biting" for sycophancy. And they don't forget to use it. As soon as 
he was elected chairman of the Federation Council in December 2001 on the recommendation of 
the president, Sergei Mironov, a longtime ally of Putin's ally in St. Petersburg, immediately noted: 
"| will remember Putin's style of working with the legislature for the rest of my life. The style is 
just wonderful, | should recommend it to everyone at all times." A couple of weeks later, he 
announced that he considered it necessary to increase the president's term of office from four to 
seven years" (Novye Izvestia, February 20, 2003). This flattering "to all for all times" reeked of the 
obligatory ritual of praise for Brezhnev, Chernenko, and Andropov, a ritual that had a very 
effective effect on the minds of citizens. The indisputability of the authority of the authorities in 
the eyes of the masses is the result of the flattery and servility of Putin's associates to him. They 
know about it and sing praises to the owner, glorify his wisdom in everything "for all time." 


In February 2001, the governor of the Rostov region, Vladimir Chub, decided to build in the 
village of Krasny Sad "a church in honor of the members of the Romanov family and in memory 
of the election of Viadimir Putin as president" (NTV, February 13, 2001). 


In August 2002, in Vladivostok, the mayor of the city, Yuri Kopylov, hung banners on the streets 
for Putin's arrival: "We will win with Putin!" and "Putin is the strength of Russia." The banners 
had been hanging for almost six months, which means that Putin liked them. 


In October 2002, Ingush President Murat Zyazikov named a street in the Ingush village of Olgetti 
after Putin. 


In Izborsk, Pskov region, a tourist route "a walk through the places of stay in Izborsk of President 
Vladimir Vladimirovich Putin" was opened. "The guide walks with tourists along Putin's route and 
tells what the president did: how he inspected the ancient fortress, talked to locals, treated 
himself to lightly salted cucumbers, tasted pancakes, made a wish at a special tree and drank 
water from a spring." It is surprising that the authorities in Kizhi have not yet done the same, 
where Putin "fished for fish, tasted pancakes from the oven, fed moose, and weaved, but with 
much greater pleasure made a clay pot" (Itogi magazine, September 4, 2001). And in Kizhi "I went 
to the house of a local old-timer Maria Stepanovna", talked about life and existence, played with 
children, rang a bell, talked to English tourists... It's time to hang a memorial plaque and lay a 


new route for tourists - "Putin in Kizhi". The experience has not yet been forgotten: "Lenin in 
Gorki", "Lenin in Razliv"... 


Who is ahead of the rest of the world is our school education. By the beginning of the 2000 
school year, the St. Petersburg branch of the Unity party decided to glorify Putin in a textbook. 
The book for primary school students was dedicated to the UN Convention on the Rights of the 
Child. The text of the convention was accompanied in the book by original comments composed 
by Viktor Yurakov, deputy chairman of the regional branch of Unity: "All the boys and girls knew 
that Vladimir Putin was a true friend and could be relied on. And the sambo and judo coach 
knew that Volodya was a real fighter with a strong character, that he would fight to the end and 
would never betray ... And then there were so many friends, a whole country, and they elected 
him president. And now everyone is saying: "Russia, Putin, Unity... He flies in a fighter jet, goes 
down the mountains on skis and goes to the places where they are fighting, so that the war 
stops..." There are three portraits of Putin in the book: a baby in his mother's arms, a teenager, 
and an adult. A sugary text and a photo of little Vovochka — as it all reminds of a Soviet primer 
— "when Lenin was small, with a curly head, he also ran in felt boots on an icy hill..." and also 
with a portrait of little Vova. 


The baton of St. Petersburg's "Unity" to educate children in the spirit of Putin's personality cult 
was taken over by the Tomsk branch of the United Russia party, which organized a children's 
competition in the region called "Vovochka - 2002". The event was dedicated to Vladimir Putin 
and was held under the motto "Mom, | want to be President!" Middle school students were 
invited to conduct their own election campaigns and elect the head of state. Seven Vovoceks 
made it to the second round of elections. For most of the participants, the most difficult was the 
competition for the design of a New Year's costume for the president. The winner of the final 
"Vovochka-2002" was awarded the main prize - a trip to the all-Russian camp "Orlyonok". 


Young party functionaries of "Unity" on the front of building the cult of Putin do not lag behind 
their older comrades, maybe even ahead. They created the "Walking Together" movement, 
without any modesty and a shadow of decency, they were so successful in the field of Putin's 
lackey that journalists nicknamed them "Putinjugend". The anniversary of Putin's inauguration 
was celebrated by the young victims of technologists and political conjuncture at Vasilyevsky 
Descent with a rally in his support. All the speakers shouted the same thing, again very familiar: 
"We support Putin for our happy youth." A banal paraphrase of the well-known "Thank you 
Comrade Stalin for our happy childhood!". The refrain of the rally was the swaggering "All the 
way!" The T-shirts of loyal young Putinites were decorated with Putin's scalp. 


Not every all-Russian party, not every leader of the Duma faction is honored with a meeting with 
the president, but Putin received the leaders of this demonstration in the Kremlin. If you liked it, 
it turns out that you were pleased! Their example is science to others. 


Despite the openly ordered event and the undisguised hypocrisy of teenagers, the action had a 
win-win effect on the minds of young viewers on the other side of the screen. After all, in their 


eyes, peers jostling and shouting at the walls of the Kremlin are lucky. We visited Moscow, it was 
fun, festive, interesting! And it was the president himself who invited and pleased the young 
Putinites! And so, to the question: "Are you ready to sing glory and honor to Putin for the sake of 
such good luck in life?" millions of young people will now shout in response: "Always ready!" 


But the main bricklayers who are building a new cult are, of course, not children, not teenagers, 
but very adult uncles, literate and skillful writers and fiction writers, always ready to peck at the 
hands of the authorities. Among those who staked out plots in Putin's gold valley are both 
well-known authors Roy Medvedev, Alexander Rahr, Vadim Pechenev, and until recently 
unknown at all, such as Blotsky, but age, experience, skill, and fame did not divide them in 
Putin's assessments, which fell within the range from "an outstanding figure of our time" 
(Medvedev, Rahr) to "You are a genius, Vladimir Vladimirovich" (Oleg Blotsky). Blotsky's epic, and 
two books from his trilogy "Vladimir Putin" have already been published, publicist Vladimir 
Pribylovsky reasonably advised to give a more appropriate title - "Vladimir Rossiyanbashi", since 
the book was written exclusively in the spirit of the Turkmen cult of personality, and journalist 
Dmitry Bykov suggested renaming the author of the trilogy himself to Blotsky-Potseluev. 


Other books about Putin are written in the same spectrum of praise that writers and journalists 
use to paint our "blank spot" depending on their hopes. aspirations and orders of political 
strategists. There is, for example, a book about Putin the patriot - "Will Putin Save Russia???", 
like this, with three question marks. Its author, Kozenkov, a nationalist and Zionist activist, sees 
Putin as Stalin's heir and hopes that Putin, having quietly crept into the Kremlin, will defeat the 
Judeo-Masons and raise the black-white-gold tricolor over the Spasskaya Tower. But if Kozenkov 
wrote a book about Putin the patriot, then Vadim Pechenev just as passionately and convincingly 
brought out Putin the democrat in his pages, also titled his creation with the question "Vladimir 
Putin: Russia's last chance?" Pechenev sees in his hero other, democratic-liberal aspirations: 
“authoritarianism (preferably enlightened) plus managed democracy." 


The image of Putin as a hero of the special services, courageous, incorruptible and decisive, was 
created in the political action movie "President" by Alexander Olbik. Putin personally leads the 
anti-terrorist operation in Chechnya and "soaks" Chechen bandits there with barrels and 
underbarrels of all brands and calibers. 


This is the plan of the political strategists, a continuation of the masterful game of coloring - 
Putin for every reader's taste, any political taste. Every voter will choose a book about the Putin 
who stands with him on a common ideological platform, and will calm down in the confidence 
that now the Kremlin has its own man. 


It's not just books that are written about Putin. There are already feature films. The truth so far 
is only about little Vovochka. We quote the magazine "Profile" of November 25, 2002: "The 
presentation of the feature film "Vovochka" took place in the State Film Agency: the story of a 
boy, an inventor and a mischievous person, who comes to his grandmother's dacha for the 
winter holidays, and with his arrival the measured life of a quiet village comes to an end. The 


creators of the film, director Igor Mozhzhukhin and producer Sergei Zhigunov, deny analogies 
with the famous name, but in near-cinema circles they say that there was an element of 
conjuncture. Together with professional actors, the Governor of the Arkhangelsk Region Anatoly 
Yefremov starred in the role of a fisherman, the Deputy Chairman of the Committee on Culture 
of the State Duma Nikolai Sorokin played the role of a district policeman, and the leader of the 
DDT group Yuri Shevchuk played the role of a homeless philosopher. It is clear that such a film 
will definitely be "presented" to the president as a gift, hence the agility of the governor and the 
deputy - when you can still catch the eye of the first person in the state, the only hope is that ina 
movie about Vovochka. 


A special, significant contribution to Putin's glory was made by songwriters. The radio has long 
been spreading their obsequious hymnography. The first to succeed was Vladimir Pelenyagre 
with the group "White Eagle", singing the courageous and belligerent: "And in the open field the 
Grad system, Putin and Stalingrad are behind us", slyly and deftly combining the sacred name of 
the hero-city of Stalingrad with the name of Putin, which means nothing to the people, which 
instantly blew the name of Vovochka with the wind of military glory. The song of the group of 
young ladies "Singing Together" has also become popular, simple and uncomplicated, like the 
brains of Putin's electorate brainwashed by propaganda: 


My boyfriend got into trouble again — 
Bad deeds, Got into a fight, 
swallowed 

Some mud. 

He got me so much, | drove him away, 


And now 
| want someone like Putin! 
Someone like Putin, full of energy, Someone like Putin, 


To love! 

Someone like Putin, so 

that he doesn't offend! 

Someone like Putin, 

so that he doesn't run away! 

| saw him Yesterday in the News, 


He said that the world is at a crossroads, With someone like him 
, it's easy 
Both at home and away, 


And now | want 
someone like Putin! 


Just don't think it's a mockery. For Putin's female electorate, this is the strongest PR text in terms 
of emotional impact. Only at first glance does it look mocking and stupid. From the point of view 
of political technology, the song has everything to get into the brains of a philistine with an 
obsessive thought - this is your, yours, your choice, this is the man of your dreams. Dance 
rhythm makes you remember words easily and quickly. The rhymes themselves are built on the 
contrast of the bad guy and the good president. This song skillfully convinces every woman to 
"try on" Putin to herself and compare him with her faithful. And the faithful most often "lose" - 
the suit does not fit so beautifully on him, he does not smile under the spotlight, and, most 
importantly, he is not shown on TV. This is a real infection of women with love for the president. 
Rest assured, in the upcoming presidential campaign, this song will sound in many voices and on 
all the airwaves and from all stages. 


In the expression of love for the newly-appeared miracle hero of the Fatherland, amateur 
creators are not inferior to professionals. Mikhail Anishchenko, a law student from Chelyabinsk, 
offers "The Song of the President" in all seriousness: 


Tell me, Russia, 

answer the question: 

Why do you believe the president? 

And when you look at him, you don't feel any tears 
and your heart aches for him? 

All the bad things will be gone, 

And the dawn will return, 

The one we've all 

been waiting for a long time. 

This is our president, this is our president, 


and the Russians supported him. 


The newspaper "Novye Izvestia" wrote that the composer Oleg Yarushin, the son of the famous 
musician Valery Yarushin, the creator of the ensemble "Ariel", immediately wrote music for 
these loyal poems. A singer was immediately found, the soloist of the Chelyabinsk Philharmonic 
Pavel Kalachev, in whose performance the masterpiece was recorded on a laser disc. "Through 
the Minister of Taxes from Chelyabinsk, Alexander Pochinok," Novye Izvestia elaborates, "the 
cassette was handed over to the Presidential Administration. According to the student's version, 
the hero himself liked the song and even got into the commission for the preparation of the 
anthem, where the lyrics of the song were called the most professional." 


Here are more poems that are sincere from the heart, because you wouldn't suspect the 
amateur poet Vladimir Nesterov of opportunism, it's just that he, as they say, "went crazy" from 
the super-strong programming of the fiery love for the president by political technologists, from 
the active construction of the cult of Putin in the media: 


Vladimir Putin - 

He has revived Russia, 

He has skillfully united all nations. 

A politician is a genius by nature, 

And he has enough strength for everything. 
... Vladimir Putin is 

the brightest Genius 

and the best Man on the planet. 


Even professionals have "jumps" from an overdose of political technologies. In the song "Guliver" 
by Roman Neumoev and Artur Strukov, the theme of Putin's greatness is revealed in the spirit of 
schizophrenic absurdism: 


Putin! Our dear Putin! 

You're not Rasputin, 

but Joan of Arc! 

Putin! Our good Putin! " 

Not Liliputin, but Gulliver!" 

He doesn't go to the tavern, He respects dogs, He doesn't smoke all day long 
, he doesn't drink, He goes to the gym, He trains at the shooting range, 


He doesn't go to the terrorists... 
Right in the toilet! 


And then there was what is now called the promotion of the "Putin brand", at the expense of 
which citizens simply want to replenish their budget. There is the release of the Napoleon cake 
with Putin's portrait on the box, and an attempt to register a tomato variety (weighing 1.5 kg) 
under the name "Vladimir Putin", and the production of badges, medallions with the profile of 
Viadimir Putin - copper, silver, gold, and portraits of Putin on carpets, tapestries, T-shirts, 
watches, and even on counterfeit banknotes. Of course, there were cast-iron and bronze 
sculptures, oil portraits against the background of the Kremlin, and even a café-bar was opened 
in Chelyabinsk with the same native name "Putin". Journalist Vladimir Pribylovsky assures that 
all the dishes in the café are related to the president - the "Vertical of Power" barbecue, the 
"Kremlevsky" kvass, the "When Vovochka was little" cocktail, the "VVP" crackers. 


Songs, hymns, movies, competitions, bronze figures, badges, medals, orders... - not everyone can 
withstand such an onslaught. They can't stand it. Nineteen-year-old Andrei Aleksandrovich 
Volokhov from Tomsk, completely confused about reality and virtuality, changed his surname to 
"Putin" and his patronymic to "Vladimirovich", and now responds only to them. Novye Izvestia 
assures that the newly-minted Andrei Vladimirovich Putin made a statement to the press, saying 
that he "sees in the president the image of an ideal father and will try to raise himself as an ideal 
son." 


SIX VARIATIONS FOR MR. PAVLOVSKY ON THE THEME "ELECTIONS 2004" 


Putin's political technologists have entered the home stretch of the new presidential election, it's 
time to prepare the site for the installation of scenery, install spotlights, stock up on 
pyrotechnics, try out supporting actors... The protagonist is the same, the scriptwriters, 
directors, and, above all, the audience in the role of extras are the same, and already knowing 
the style and manner of acting of all this well-known audience from previous performances, one 
can assume, without claiming authorship, how the grandiose election show will develop this 
time. It is safe to predict that the Kremlin's showmen, the directors of the "elections-2004" 
hyperspectacle, are unlikely to abandon the plot that they have already found and has a 
wonderful effect on the viewer-voter: on the eve of the elections, to scare the public well, to 
construct for them the image of an enemy against whom the "miracle hero" Putin will rise, who 
will protect his people, save them from the danger that is obvious to everyone, and avert 
trouble. 


It is clear that the "Putin is the people's defender" technology, which deftly worked in the 
hyperspectacle of the Chechen terrorism of the last presidential election, primarily due to the 
skillful drawing of the image of the "enemy of the people, the Islamic terrorist," will require plot 
changes in the new conditions, otherwise the voter, who has already been deceived once and did 
not wait for the end of the "small victorious Chechen war," will immediately understand that he 
is once again being impudently led by the nose. So in 2004 we will see a hyper-performance with 
new variations of the plot, but certainly in the format of the same beloved fairy tale about the 
"miracle hero". A banal plot immediately suggests itself, the ideas of which were tested by 
Putin's political technologists in the midst of the US aggression against Iraq. The election 
scenario "Putin is a fighter against the United States, the world evil empire, the world invader 
and enslaver of free peoples" has a good chance of success. America is far away, it is possible to 
negotiate with Bush for a while, "let me criticize you a little," and Putin's denunciation of 
American dominance in cinema and television, in literature and in the press will echo sweetly in 
the souls of millions of compatriots who despise American nonsense. But this scenario has its 
own very dangerous reefs. In the course of the performance, Bush, who is distinguished by his 
inadequate behavior, may be offended, then his partner on the stage, Putin, will be sincerely 
very frightened, and so much so that no director-technologist will be able to bring this "miracle 
hero" to his senses. And the fact that this can happen was shown by the audition of both the 


actor and the play during the war in Iraq. Liquid ordered protest marches were held in Moscow. 
Putin made his first timid statements, and when he was rudely scolded from Washington, our 
unfortunate hero made long excuses that he had been misunderstood by de Bush. So this 
scenario is likely to meet with a categorical objection from Putin, who is still fussing to make 
amends for his careless squeak of protest. 


On the contrary, the other scenario "Putin is the victor of international terrorism" envisages an 
alliance with the United States and President Bush, an imitation of their joint fight against 
Islamic extremism. Everyone has a good idea: a satisfied America will watch as Russia obediently 
follows in its wake, and the authorities will crush any critical attempts by Russia's radical forces 
and ban them as extremist. And so that the viewer does not doze off and does not get bored, he 
will be shown something heartbreaking in the tried and tested Hitchcockian style of the still 
well-remembered "Nord-Ost", so that the voter, in panic and horror, again wants the most 
radical and tough actions from the president, perceiving him as a savior. The flaws of this 
scenario are, firstly, we have already been frightened by terrorism in the last elections and with 
a new fright the electorate may guess that terrorist acts are nothing more than special effects in 
the arsenal of political technologists, secondly, and this is the main thing, the American alliance 
is unlikely to appeal to tens of millions of Russian voters, whose votes the political strategists 
expect to get - the "honeymoon" of love for the United States is long behind Russia. 


That's okay. In the scattering of scenarios of the election show, there is a completely different 
plot - "Putin is a defender of the people in need." For the development of such a plot, a super 
disaster, a natural disaster, a man-made crash with many victims is required. This is where Putin 
can appear in all the splendor of a savior, a compassionate person who shares a common grief 
with the people. To repeat the brilliant scene of the Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the 
USSR N.I. Ryzhkov, who, being the head of the Government, did nothing to prevent the 
catastrophe of the country, but people gratefully remember and love him for a single tear that 
rolled down his cheek so well and so well in time on the ruins of Spitak during the Armenian 
earthquake. It is a pity, of course, that the flooding of Lensk and the flood in the Krasnodar 
Territory were so incompetently missed - this is where Putin could have cried no worse than 
Ryzhkov and dramatically raised his image as a people's guardian. And maybe it's a good thing 
that they didn't waste such a winning scene. It will come in handy now in the elections. However, 
if "Putin's teardrop" can be ordered, a natural disaster is a spontaneous one, it cannot be 
ordered for the elections, and a man-made disaster, if it is conceived by PR specialists, it is not 
yet known how it will turn out, can become a threat to the authorities themselves. After all, the 
newspapers are already gloomily reflecting: "After the black August of 2000, with the terrorist 
attack on Pushkinskaya, with the death of the crew of the Kursk nuclear submarine and the fire 
on the Ostankino Tower, the situation began to resemble the first years of Gorbachev's rule: the 
tragedy of Novorossiysk, Chernobyl, the accident of the Komsomolets submarine, the explosion 
of the gas pipeline near Ufa... Heavy forebodings have returned." That's why a natural disaster or 
disaster scenario can be reserved for the most extreme eventuality. 


Another script is also dangerous and unpredictable in its consequences, written long ago, and in 
the time of Yeltsin already put into production, but even then removed from distribution as very 
risky. It also burns Putin's screenwriters’ hands, both wanting and scared. Maybe it can 
somehow be incorporated into another production, | really want it - "Putin is a fighter against 
Russian fascism". Of course, if Putin were elected not in Russia, but in Israel, there would be no 
better scenario, where the applause could be broken, but for Russia he is becoming extremely 
dangerous, Russian self-consciousness has grown menacingly, and launching a scenario of 
fighting Russian fascism means only to push Russian anger against the foreign government and 
against Putin as the spokesman of its will. And | really want to... My hands itch so much... 


But that's why the Kremlin PR people and the Yakovs have all sorts of goods. The Kremlin is 
testing the scenario of "Putin is the defender of the country from the oligarchs." The oligarchs 
are symbolized by certain odious personalities like Berezovsky and Gusinsky, who were 
prudently removed from Russia with all their stolen billions. For the duration of the election 
show, someone else can join them to "revive the scripted action" and play the same role. 
Temporarily, of course. The script is also good because it implicitly hints at Putin's confrontation 
with Jewish domination. The electoral crowd will be pushed to believe that this is Putin's "secret 
doctrine," and some nationalist-minded voters will certainly take the bait and run to vote for 
Putin in naive enthusiasm. 


Of course, the election plot can be developed into a real grandiose show "Putin is a fighter 
against the Yeltsin regime." However, knowing well the nature of the protagonist, the directors 
understand that such a performance can only be staged with the death of Yeltsin (that no one is 
an eternal hypocrite). Spectacularly and beautifully, then it will be possible to write off the entire 
Putin's failure of the first term of the presidency on him. Putin's "family" of Yeltsin will not suffer, 
it will "have time" to take both legs and money out of the country. And Putin will call the fight 
with the dead a struggle for the renewal of Russia. But even to fight with the dead, the "miracle 
hero" needs a will, and where to get it, it's not RDX or TNT, you can't immerse it, you can't bring 
it... 


To some, such variations of the new elections will seem crazy, but isn't the previous election, the 
imitation of President Putin out of nobody, madness? Isn't it madness to still believe in Putin, to 
harbor hopes for some of his secret plans to free the Kremlin from the fetters and tentacles of 
the Yeltsin "family," that he will miraculously lead the country out of the impasse? Putin is just a 
product of electoral technologies, dirty technologies, as the technologies of voter fraud are 
called in textbooks on "public relations" (E. Malkin, E. Suchkov, "Fundamentals of Electoral 
Technologies and Party Building", Moscow, 2003, p.360). 


To expect good things for Russia from Putin, to hope for him, especially to see the "will of the 
people" in his election and to submit to it - this is where the real madness lies. 


WHAT PRESIDENT PUTIN HAS DONE 


Awarded the destroyer of Russia Yeltsin with the highest award of the country 


"Russian President Putin signed a decree awarding Mr. Yeltsin with the Order of Merit for the 
Fatherland, first degree. Before making this decision, it would be useful for Putin to familiarize 
himself with the multi-volume conclusion of the Special Commission of the State Duma of May 
15, 1999. It formulates the signs of grave crimes committed by Boris Yeltsin when he was 
president of the Russian Federation. These are the destruction of the Soviet Union, the shooting 
of the Supreme Soviet of the Russian Federation, the unleashing of the war in Chechnya, the 
destruction of the Russian army, the genocide of the Russian and other peoples of Russia. All 
these acts contain signs of such serious crimes as high treason, conspiracy to seize power, 
premeditated murder with aggravating circumstances. However, according to Putin, the former 
President of the Russian Federation deserves the highest honors for all this." 


Sovetskaya Rossiya, December 4, 2001 
WHAT PRESIDENT PUTIN HAS DONE 


Destroyed the power of the state 


"The existing political system in Russia cannot be defined within the framework of the current 
world typology of such people. A kind of symbiosis is observed: there is a regent (the former 
president of Russia), an heir (the current president), a shadow power, a competitive oligarchy, 
and the complete exclusion of the participation of the population in fateful processes. And all 
this against the backdrop of the "struggle for the preservation and deepening of democracy." 
Instead of a system of responsible state power, the administration of President Putin has 
formed, in fact, a private corporation called the "state apparatus", which has privatized the 
functions of the state and makes a business by selling positions in the state apparatus, law 
enforcement agencies, the Federal Assembly and other bodies, by pushing through well-paid 
laws, presidential decrees, and government decisions. 


"Nezavisimaya Gazeta, January 20, 2003. 
WHAT PRESIDENT PUTIN HAS DONE 


Breeded thieves in the power of thieves 


"In 2001, almost 8,000 cases of bribery were registered in Russia as a whole, which is four times 
higher than in 1991. In the first half of 2002, the number of crimes of this type reached 5,400." 


Information and analytical report for the meeting of the interdepartmental commission of the 
Security Council of the Russian Federation on the issue: "On the state of the fight against 
corruption in law enforcement agencies of the Russian Federation". 


"In Moscow business circles, Kasyanov is called 'Misha - Two Percent' - these are the 
commissions he receives for any transaction, contract or law that benefits Moscow capitalists... 
The Swiss investigator Laurent Kasper Ansermet came to the conclusion that the four billion 800 
million US dollars provided to Russia by the International Monetary Fund in August 1998 never 
reached Moscow, and at the command of Mikhail Kasyanov, then Minister of Finance of the 
Russian Federation, were transferred to foreign accounts. 


Kommersant, June 18, 2000 


"Here are the lines from the documents of the Accounts Chamber, which checked the legality of 
the auction for the sale of Sibneft shares: All three tenders were held in violation of the current 
legislation. The members of the tender commission, representing the interests of the state, 
clearly acted in favor of the tender participants - firms controlled by B. Berezovsky and R. 
Abramovich... Despite the above-mentioned violations, the tender commissions, which included 
A.S. Voloshin, recognized the results of these auctions, i.e. contributed to the illegal acquisition 
by Berezovsky and Abramovich of 85 percent of Sibneft shares, which caused major damage to 
the federal budget." 


Top Secret, No. 8, 1999 


"Minister of Labor Pochinok bought himself an apartment for 6 million rubles and took his young 
wife to give birth in one of the most expensive clinics in the United States, at the same time 
making his dearest offspring a citizen of the United States." 


Zavtra, No. 10, 2002 
WHAT PRESIDENT PUTIN HAS DONE 


Exacerbated poverty and destitution 


"The number of families living below the poverty line is increasing rapidly. In one year, this 
growth was almost 8 percent. Today, 22 million families, or one in two, have crossed this line. 


"Rights of the Child", No. 2, 2001 


"The amount of the basic federal monthly allowance for a child is 70 rubles (4 percent of the 
officially established subsistence minimum!) ... Every second family with one child lives below the 
subsistence level. Where there are two children, poverty is already in 65 percent of families, and 
where there are three children, poverty is already in 85 percent." 


"Rossiyskaya Federatsia Segodnya" No. 12, 2003 


WHAT PRESIDENT PUTIN HAS DONE 


Accelerated the demographic crisis 


"From 2001 to 2003, the number of children in Russia (under the age of 18) decreased by 
2,800,000." 


"Rossiyskaya Federatsia Segodnya" No. 12, 2003 


"In 2001, the maternal mortality rate in Russia was five times higher than in Uzbekistan and 27.5 
times higher than in Finland." 


"Rights of the Child", No. 2, 2001 
"In 2002, the maternal mortality rate was 30 per cent higher than in 2001." 
Stringer, June 2003 


"Over the past two years alone, more than 2,000 children's hospitals, clinics, and maternity 
hospitals have been closed in the country. Funding for the Children of Russia programs has been 
reduced by fourteen percent, Disabled Children by 16 percent, and Orphans by 6 percent." 


"Rossiyskaya Federatsia Segodnya", No. 8, 2003 


"If in 2001 there were 15.6 deaths as a result of diseases per 1,000 people, then in 2002 there 
were already 16.3 ... An increase in the number of deaths in 2002 was observed in 78 regions of 
Russia. In the country as a whole, the excess of the number of deaths over the number of births, 
as in 2001, was 1.7 times, and in 24 regions - 2-3 times... Ten regions of Russia with the highest 
overall mortality rate in 2002 in descending order: Pskov, Tver, Novgorod, Tula, Ivanovo, 
Smolensk, Leningrad, Vladimir, Kostroma regions, Komi-Permyak Autonomous Okrug. 


Stringer, June, 2003 
WHAT PRESIDENT PUTIN HAS DONE 


Deprived the future of Russia's children 


"According to the Government, there are one million street children in the country. The 
Prosecutor General's Office gives a different figure - three million. Independent experts believe 
that 4-5 million children are thrown out on the street." 


Rossiyskaya Federatsia Segodnya, No. 17, 2002. 


"According to a survey of high school students, 77 percent of them regularly consume alcoholic 
beverages. Law enforcement agencies show that 76 percent of drug users are teenagers. The 


number of registered young drug addicts increases by 9 to 10 per cent every year. Sexually 
transmitted diseases among young people have increased tenfold." 


"Rights of the Child", No. 2, 2001 


"Violent mortality is increasing. Even among infancy, it accounts for 8 per cent of all deaths in 
this age group. And the mortality rate of adolescents from homicides, suicides and injuries 
reached 84 percent (that is, in 2002 alone, 28,000 children aged 12-16 died from these causes)! 
The 2002 medical examination showed that only a quarter of the children in the country can be 
considered more or less healthy." 


"Rossiyskaya Federatsia Segodnya", No. 12, 2003 
WHAT PRESIDENT PUTIN HAS DONE 


Pushed the desperate to the last line 


"Suicide. 55,000 of our fellow citizens passed away in the first 11 months of last year (the first 
year of Putin's rule - T.M.). In 1976, there were 16,000 suicides in the entire Soviet Union." 


"Rights of the Child", No. 2, 2001 
WHAT PRESIDENT PUTIN HAS DONE 


Undermined the country's national security 


"The USSR and Russia had only two bases for radio espionage abroad, in Cuba (Lourdes) and in 
Vietnam (Cam Ranh). Both bases have traditionally caused strong rejection from the United 
States... Recently, Russia decided to close both bases, which can in no way be attributed to our 
foreign policy victories. After all, the importance of such a base is more important than the 
maneuvers of the enemy fleet off the coast of the country. Back in 1993, the Minister of the 
Revolutionary Armed Forces of Cuba, Raul Castro, said that Russia receives about 75 percent of 
intelligence information with the help of the Center in Lourdes... 


"Version" No. 4, January 29 - February 4, 2002 


"The General Staff has decided to liquidate the Russian military group in Transnistria. The 
Directive entered into force on 1 October 2002. After the liquidation, who will guard the 
weapons, ammunition and military equipment accumulated in the warehouses of the 14th 
Army? At the end of the 1980s, ammunition and logistical equipment of Soviet troops that had 
left Hungary and Czechoslovakia were transported to Tiraspol. Now in Transnistria there are 
about 50 thousand units of small arms, more than a thousand Ural vehicles, field kitchens for 4-5 
divisions and uniforms for 100 thousand people. About 16,000 tons of shells are to be exported 


to Russia, and another 26,000 tons are planned to be destroyed on the spot in coordination with 
the OSCE." 


Novye Izvestia, 9 October, 2002. 
WHAT PRESIDENT PUTIN HAS DONE 


Finished off the armed forces 


"According to the chairman of the Duma Defense Committee, Andrei Nikolaev, this year not a 
single aircraft, helicopter, tank, infantry fighting vehicle, anti-aircraft system will be delivered to 
the Armed Forces... As Oleksandr Pochinok admitted when he was the head of the tax 
department, 90% of the enterprises of the military-industrial complex do not have any defense 
order at all, and even if they did, they would not be able to fulfill it." 


Itogi, April 10, 2001 


"In 1991, the USSR had 64,000 tanks (two and a half times more than NATO), 67,000 guns and 
mortars (twice as many as NATO), 76,000 infantry fighting vehicles and armored personnel 
carriers, 6,000 aircraft and helicopters (1.5 times more than NATO), 437 1st and 2nd class 
warships, and more than 3,000 submarines. 


Today, Russia has about 7,000 tanks, about 10,000 guns and mortars, 1,500 aircraft, 100 ships 
and 80 submarines. 


Zavtra, No. 10, 2002 
"By last year, 189 submarines had been decommissioned." 


"A period of disintegration. Russia's nuclear industry will die with or without money from the 
United States." 


"Version" No. 41, October 21-27, 2002 


"Three years ago, we exempted about 50,000 conscripts with hypotrophy from conscription. Now 
there are 80 thousand. In 120 thousand, we identify a low level of nutrition. That is, 200,000 
conscripts in our country are essentially dystrophic... There are 70 percent of such patients in 
hospitals." 


"Rights of the Child", No. 2, 2001 


WHAT PRESIDENT PUTIN HAS DONE 


Finished off Russia's defensive power 


"The automotive industry, aircraft manufacturing, metallurgy, chemical and light industry, which 
are part of the military-industrial complex (MIC), have already been privatized by 80-90%. In the 
aircraft industry, for example, more than 240 enterprises are corporatized, and only in seven of 
them the state has a controlling stake, and in 94 of them the state does not have a single share 
at all... 


The main goal of the program "Reforming and Development of the Military-Industrial Complex", 
this brainchild of Kasyanov-Klebanov-Gref, is the enlargement of military-industrial complex 
enterprises by merging them into the so-called “integrated structures" or "holdings". The 
"holdings" formed from the existing 1,600-odd defense industry enterprises are immediately 
privatized. 


As of December 2002, according to the Ministry of Property, enterprises licensed to develop and 
create defence products had been privatized: 73 per cent in the aviation industry (146 out of 
200), 21.5 per cent in the rocket and space industry, 66 per cent in the conventional arms 
industry (81 out of 121 enterprises), 51 per cent in the radio industry (66 out of 129 enterprises), 
47 per cent in the communications industry (43 out of 90 enterprises), and 68 per cent in the 
electronics industry (59 out of 86 enterprises). shipbuilding industry — 44% (44 enterprises out of 
100)." 


Sovetskaya Rossiya, June 17, 2003 


"According to the Ministry of Industry and Science, 29 percent of the enterprises of the 
military-industrial complex are completely private." 


Novaya Gazeta, No. 41, June 9-15, 2003 
WHAT PRESIDENT PUTIN HAS DONE 


Deprived Russia of space 


"The Decree of the Government of the Russian Federation "On the Completion of the Operation 
of the Mir Manned Orbital Complex" was signed by the Chairman of the Government of the 
Russian Federation Kasyanov on December 30, 2000. On March 23, 2001, the Mir station was 
de-orbited and sunk in the Pacific Ocean. 


Zavtra, No. 43, 2002 


"Scientists are unanimous in the opinion that the destruction of the orbital station caused 
damage to the national cosmonautics.... The decision to liquidate Mir was made under pressure 
from the United States. The fact that it was sunk in an area controlled by the US 7th Fleet is a 
direct threat to Russia's security. Almost 12 tons of priceless space equipment were handed over 
to the Americans... The Americans had full control over the descent of the Mir. The information 
from MCC was transmitted directly to NASA. As a result, they received the most valuable 


information that will allow them to calculate our super-secret control scheme for high-precision 
ballistic missiles. What their spies had been hunted down for decades without success literally 
fell from the sky right into their hands!" 


"Fatherland", No. 11, 2003 
WHAT PRESIDENT PUTIN HAS DONE 


Renewed carnage in Chechnya 


"The Americans fought in Iraq for 21 days, we fought in Chechnya for seven and a half years. U.S. 
and British casualties were 132 killed. Our losses in Chechnya exceeded 10,000. About 4,000 
Iraqis were killed. In Chechnya, there are more than 100,000. Territory of Iraq: 438.3 thousand 
square kilometers, population — 22 million. Chechnya: territory 16,000 square kilometers, 
population 1 million." 


Moskovsky Komsomolets, April 11, 2003 
WHAT PRESIDENT PUTIN HAS DONE 


Made Russia a slave of America 


"Summing up the results of the past year, we have to state another round of Russia's geopolitical 
retreat. Perhaps no other country in the world, starting from the level of a regional power, has 
suffered such large-scale geopolitical losses as the Russian Federation. 


Moscow voluntarily ceded the entire post-Soviet space to the United States... U.S-NATO bases 
are firmly entrenched in Central Asia... Russia's geopolitical rollback is also observed in the 
European direction. The indistinct position of the Putin administration on the U.S. withdrawal 
from the ABM Treaty, the adoption of the UN Security Council resolution on Iraq, its withdrawal 
from the Balkan settlement process, and its support for the Americans in their economic 
confrontation with the EEU have caused disappointment in European capitals. The Prague 
decision on the inclusion of the Baltic States in NATO, adopted to applause in Moscow and St. 
Petersburg, where immediately after this deplorable act for our country, the President of the 
Russian Federation solemnly welcomed his friend George W. Bush... 


Nezavisimaya Gazeta, January 20, 2003 


"Unprecedented evidence of the strengthening of the anti-terrorist alliance between the United 
States and Russia was the information that Moscow gave its consent to the transportation of 
American military equipment to Afghanistan through the territory of Russia... For several 
months, huge consignments of American weapons have been transported by train through the 
territory of Russia, from the northern ports of Murmansk and Helsinki and from Vladivostok. 


Russian President Vladimir Putin has facilitated the advance of U.S. forces to former Soviet 
military bases in Uzbekistan, Kyrgyzstan and Tajikistan. 


Stringer, November 2002 
WHAT PRESIDENT PUTIN HAS DONE 


Made the life of Russian citizens unbearable 


"In Russia, more than 40 percent of employees of enterprises and organizations are engaged in 
heavy and harmful work... 


Every year, more than 360 thousand people are injured at work, about eight thousand die... 


According to the State Committee for Construction of the Russian Federation, 80 percent of the 
country's citizens need to improve their living conditions... 


The level of real cash incomes of the population has decreased by about 50 percent compared to 
1991. 


The number of citizens with incomes below the subsistence level is about one-third of the 
population." 


From the report of the Commissioner for Human Rights in the Russian Federation O.O. Mironov, 
Novaya Gazeta, No. 42, June 16-18, 2003. 


"In 2001, only 68 percent of young men of military age were fit for military service for health 
reasons. There are 12 million people with disabilities in the country, up from 3.9 million in 1985." 


Stringer, June 2003 
WHAT PRESIDENT PUTIN HAS DONE 


He made the people drunk and brought them to a critical point - the destruction 
of the gene pool 


"During the new administration's tenure, hothouse conditions have been created for the 
development of the alcohol market. In terms of growth rates, it is even ahead of the oil industry. 
Since 1991, there has been an increase in alcohol consumption in Russia. In terms of every living 
soul, by 1996 we drank about 7.5 liters of pure alcohol. In 2001, we drank 17 liters. Despite the 
fact that the World Health Organization believes that already with an average of 14 liters, the 
degeneration of the gene pool begins. 


Since '99, we've been adding about a quarter to our drinking every year. For example, this year 
Russians have already drunk 18 percent more alcohol, 10 percent more vodka, 37 percent more 
cognac, and 60 percent more beer! So what's the deal? Why, at the end of the term of such a 
drinking, to put it mildly, drunken president as Yeltsin, did people seem to drink less, and in 
Putin, who leads an exceptionally healthy lifestyle, did they reach a critical point? The answer lies 
in the actions of the country's leadership, which in recent years has been pursuing a policy of 
inflating its own people. 


Moskovsky Komsomolets, October 14, 2002 


"In 2002, 40,121 people died in Russia from alcohol poisoning. According to the National Alcohol 
Association, that's nearly 2,000 more than in 2001." 


Versiya, March 24-30, 2003 


WHAT PRESIDENT PUTIN HAS DONE 


He allowed a national calamity to happen, and drug addiction became an 
epidemic 


"Drug addiction in Russia has become an epidemic, threatening the nation's gene pool. There is 
not a single subject of the Federation that is free from this scourge, the participants of the 
parliamentary hearings in the State Duma came to this conclusion. 


In Russia, the number of drug users, according to official data, has reached three million, 
according to unofficial data, six million people. About twenty million, including five million 
students, have tried drugs. Over the past decade, the number of adolescents with drug addiction 
has increased 10 times, the mortality rate has increased 12 times, and the number of children 
has increased 42 times. According to the Ministry of Internal Affairs of Russia, during the same 
time, the number of registered drug-related crimes increased by 1,407 percent! The monthly 
turnover of the potion in Moscow and St. Petersburg alone is $90 million." 


"Russian Federation Today", No. 21, 2002 
WHAT PRESIDENT PUTIN HAS DONE 


Unleashed crime 


"In terms of the number of intentional homicides per 100,000 people, the country ranks second 
in the world... 


In 2002, 924,200 registered crimes remained unsolved, i.e. almost every third crime is not solved. 


Every year, the prosecutor's office detects more than 100,000 crimes concealed by the police. 


There is still no corpus delicti defined by the term "corruption" in the domestic legislation... 


From the report of the Commissioner for Human Rights in the Russian Federation O.O. Mironov, 
Novaya Gazeta, No. 42, June 16-18, 2003. 


WHAT PRESIDENT PUTIN HAS DONE 


Gave Russia over to be plundered 


"According to Forbes magazine, in 2003 there were 17 people in Russia whose fortune exceeds 
one billion dollars. Last summer, there were seven of them. The list of Russian billionaires, as in 
the previous year, is headed by Mikhail Khodorkovsky (Yukos Oil), whose fortune is estimated at 
$8 billion (in 2001 - 3.7). He is followed by Roman Abramovich (Sibneft, Russian Aluminium) with 
5.7 billion (3 billion in 2001). At the beginning of 2003, the fortune of Mikhail Fridman (Alfa Group) 
was estimated at $4.3 billion (in 2001, it was $2.2 billion). Viktor Vekselberg (TNK) made it to the 
Forbes list for the first time with $2.5 billion...." 


"Fatherland" No11, 2003 


"An investigation into the theft of 786 tons of gold has been going on for six months. The 
Prosecutor General's Office has already found planes, countries, banks, where everything was 
taken. $14 billion now lies unclaimed in Belgium. We know that even now $20 billion leaves the 
country every year - the so-called shadow flows. But no measures are being taken to stop any of 
these crimes." 


"Fatherland", No. 10, 2003 


"We are doing something unprecedented in the history of the world: natural resource rent goes 
to the owners and managers of mining companies. They appropriate up to 80 percent of excess 
profits. In the major oil-producing countries, the state's share of oil revenues ranges from 60 to 
90 percent." 


"Rossiyskaya Federatsia Segodnya", No. 20, 2002 
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